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Abandonment of railroad lines; pp. 20, 44, 196, 
254, 363, 427, 521, 568, 666, 868, 928, 992, 1054, 
1111, 1179, 1183, 1484. 

Accidents, railroad; pp. 948, 1372, 1402. 

Accounting rules; p. 1294. 

Adams, J. F.; reciprocal demurrage; 


1334. 
Aba railroad; pp. 1010, 1342, 


1380, 1454, 


Alcohol, policing of; p. 1358. 

‘Aluminum, rates on; p. 1446. 

American Legion; pp. 583, 826. 

American Short Line Railroad Association; 
pp. 1369, 1418. 

Arbitration, commercial; p. 1317. 

Associated Traffic Clubs of America; meeting 
at Milwaukee; p. 1007. 

Automobile statistics; P, 124, 

Automobiles, rates on; p. 344. 

Aviation; pp. 433, 710, 736, 952, 966, 1018, 1118, 
1167, 1168, 1340, 1375, 1446, 1448, 1475, 1500. 

Bear, P. W.; claim sharks again; p. 952. 

Beaver, O. 'G.; more about claim sharks; p. 


Bills of lading; pp. 758, 1486. 

Brick; rates on; pp. 288, 300, 344. 

Bridge tolls; p. 1456. 

Brown, J. J.; traffic education; p. 156. 

Burke, ©. A.; traffic men and audit bureaus; 
p. q 

Byers, E. B.; 
p. 1013. 

Campaign expenses; pp. 69, 243, 467, 619, 1103. 

—— H. R.; motor vehicle regulation; 
p. ‘ 


traffic men and claim sharks; 


CANADA 


Accidents, railroad; pp. 384, 444, 1196, 1444. 
Alberta rail ownersh Dp; D. 386. 

Beatty, E. W.; speech z Quebec; p. 947. 
Board of Railway Commissioners; miscella- 
neous orders, hearings, etc.; pp. 36, 100, 
384, 444, 538, 700, 828, 1620, 1138, 1196, 1272, 

1324 1392, 1443, 1444, 1508. 
British Columbia’ rates; pp. 384, 828. 
Canadian National annual report; p. 1392. 
Canadian Pacific directors; right to prosecute; 


Pp. 

Canadian Pacific Express Co.; 492. 

Canal statistics; pp. 384, 492, 78, 1196, 1444. 

Car loading; tinBP 36, 98 148, 306, 384, 444, 496, 
585, 699 827, 878, 946, 1020, 1071, "1134, 
1196, my 1324, 1392, 1443; 1508, 1510. 

Car supply; . 838. 

Consolidations of railroad lines; p. 1510. 

— of railroad lines; pp. 98, 1072, 

Crows Nest rate adjustment; p. 1506. 

Earnings of railroads; pp. , 100, 206, 382, 
492, 538, 648, 827, 878, 947, 1022, 1072, 1138, 
1196, 1335, 1444, 1510. 

Express; p. 700. 


General rate inquiry; pp. 207, 648, 1134, 1324, 
1389, 1441, 1506. 

Grain and grain products; geten, statistics, 
etc.; pp. 496, 947, 1020, 1325 

Hudson Bay railway; p. 538. 

Labor and wages, railroad; pp. 384, 648, 828, 
1072, 1138, 1270, 1325, 1441. 

Legislation, railroad ‘and shipping; pp. 94, 
444, 1508, 1510. 

Meighan, Premier, on rail rates; p. 538. 

Minister of railways; p. 540. 

Motor vehicles; p. 838. 

Ocean shipping; pp. 828, 878 

Operating | statistics; pp. 98, 827, 946, 947, 

Postal matters; 496. 

Royal Maritime Commission; pp. 382, 583. 

Routing orders; p. 1020. 

Securities, railroad; p. 585. 

Surcharge on shipments from and to United 
States; p. 100. 

Thornton, Sir Henry; speech at St. Johns; 


p. 1022. 

Traffic reports; p. 94, 492, 585, 648, 697, 828, 
878, 946, 1134. 

Vancouver hotel construction; p. 538. 

Wood products rates; p. 492. 

Wood pulp rates; p. 1132. 


i goods; rates on, etc.; pp. 54, 74, 666, 

Capital expenditures; p.. 1188. 

Car hire inquiry; p. 44. 

Cars, assigned; p. 1367. 

Cars, daily movement of; pp. 148, 440. 

Car service; pp. 677, 760, 1187, 1394. 

Cars, location of; pp. 12, 84, ‘298, Uh 498, 585, 
776, 880, 1034, 1118, 1192, 1332, 145 

Car surplus and shortage; pp. 30 03, 158, 212, 
266, 340, 377, 430, 498, 530, 722, 768, 798, 880, 
986, 1063, 1104, ‘1192, 1274, 1312, 1488, 1456. 

Cement, rates on; pp. 363, 934. 

Chamber of Commerce of the U. S.; pp. 270, 


Chicago, M. & St. P. receivership, investiga- 
tion of, etc.; pp. 68, 632, 776, 870, 1062, 1104, 
1189, 1191, 1248, 1419, 1433. 

pp. 540, 1032, 


sg shippers’ conference; 
Claims ao» claim prevention; pp. 782, 800, 936, 
952, 1240. 


DECISIONS OF |. C. C. IN THE 
TRAFFIC WORLD 


July to ee eh 1908. 
Vol. 2, 4L i . - 


14 1. ra C. 619 


January to June, 1909. 
Vol. 2 and 3. to 
16 I. C. C. 422 


to December, 1909. 


to 
17 I. C. C. 388 
to June, 1910. 
to 


19 I. C. C. 102 
December, 1910. 


Jul 
Vol. 


January 
Vol. 65. 


July to 
Vol. 6. to 

20LC.C. 21 
to June, 1911. 


to 
utc Cc. 
December, 1911. 


to 
22 LC. C. 188 
to June, 1912. 


to 
241. C. C. 192 
December, 1912. 


to 
25 I. . 1 349 


20 I. é. ne. 486 
to June, 1913. 


to 
27 L C. C. 343 
Gosembes, 1913. 


28 I. Ph C. 549 
to June, 1914. 


to 
30 I. C. C. 528 
December, 1914. 


to 
$2 1. C. C. 291 
to June, 1915. 


t 
34 I. C. 


January 
Vol. 7. 


July to 
Vol. 8. 


January 
Vol. 9. 


July to 
Vol. 10 


January 
Vol. 11 


July to 
Vol. 12. 


January 
Vol. 13. 


July to 
Vol. 14. 


January 
Vol. 15. 


July to 
Vol. 16. 


January 
Vol. 17. 


July to 
Vol. 18. 


Janua 
Vol. is” 


July to 
Vol, 20. 


January 
Vol. 21. 


July to 
Vol, 22. 


January 
Vol. 23. 


July to 
Vol. 24. 


January 
Vol. 25. 


July to 
Vol, 26. 


January 
Vol. 27. 


July to 
Vol. 28. 


Janua 
Vol. 29” 


July to 
ol. 30. 


January 
Vol. 31. 


July to 
Vol. 32, 


January 
Vol. 33. 


July to 
Vol. 34. 


Janua 
Vol. 35. 


July to 
Vol. 36. 


January 
Vol. 37. 


July to 
Vol. 38. 


0 
C. 277 
December, 1915. 


to 
aL Cc. C133 
to June, 1916. 
to 
40 I. C. C. 52 
December, 1916. 


to 
42 I. C. C. 374 
to June, 1917. 


to 
45 I. C. C. 212 
December, 1917 


ti) 
471. C. C. 482 
to oan 1918. 


° 
50 I. C. C. 396 
ae, 1918. 


51 I. c °o. 504 
to June, 1919. 


to 
53 I. C. C. 384 
December, 1919. 


to 
55 I. C. C. 582 
to June, 1920. 


to 
57 I. C. C. 663 
December, 1920. 


to 
59 I. C. C. 495 
to June, 1921. 


we 
62 I. C. 
peanmemeees “oat. 


64 I. C. & 687 
to June, 1922. 


to 
69 I. C. C. 145 
Sones, 1922. 


a °c. 488 
e LS 1923. 


to 
80 I. C. C. 594 


December, 1923 


to 
85 I. C. C. 130 
to nee 1924. 


rs) 
89 I. C. C. 725 
December, 1924. 


to 
98 I. C. C. 639 
to June, 1925. 


to 
100 I. ©. C. 70 
December, 1925 


to 
104 I. C. C. 340 
to June, 1926 


to 
112 I. C. C. 500 


nace 1926 
oO 
iz. Cc. C. G0 


a 


Classification; pp, 682, 1431, 1476. 

Coal, production, rates, distribution, etc; pp, 
12, 26, 32, 52, 70, 92, 124, 138, 166, 
202, 226, 242, 299, 324, 340, 344, 377, 
477, 498, 516, 532, 550, 572, 641, 642, i 
691, 700, 736, 737, 766, 782, 786, 812, 820, 821, 

94 1006, 1012, 1622, 1047, 1048” 
1071, 1084, 1138, “1152, 1167, 1168, 1170, 1181, 

1184, 1295, 1475, 1237, 1240; 1254, 1258; 1312, 
1400. 1432, 1454, 1456, 1512. 

College, of Advanced Traffic; p. 444, 

Commission, annual report of; p. 1375. 

Commission appointments, personnel, etc. ; Re 
11, 44, 356, 619, 679, 737, 919, 985, 1047, 1295 
1357, 1418, 1419, 1475, 1489, 1500. 

Commission appropriations: p. 1374. 

Commission, a of, under Senate 

- Resolution 272; p. 

Commission; plans bd reorganization of; pp. 
737, 806, 1420, 1474, 

Commodity statistics; pp. 68, 764. 

Compensation for federal control: Pp. 102, 110, 
314, 466, 641, 712, 770, 870, 871, 998, 1005, 
1138, 1170, 1198, 1238. 

Congressional recess; p. 69. 

Consolidations, leases, mergers and purchases; 
pp. 77, 133, 135, 202, 241, 255, 310, 344, 361, 
362, 516, 530, 561, 563, 567, 632, 680, 749, 776, 
815, 854, 933, 972, 985, 1024, 1626, 1054, 1062, 
1110, 1111, 1113, 1114, 1169, 1179, 1184, 1296, 
1368, 1458, 1485. 

Consolidation of railroads, general plans for, 
— etc.; pp. 11, 82, 776, 815, 1490, 


a... and extension of railroad lines; 
pp. 26, 54, 79, 83, 191, 254, 261, 266, 310, 355, 
361, 367, 414, 421, 454. 466, 474, 484, 568, 569, 
621, 666, 749, 750, 804, 832, 928, 992, 1061, 
1111, 1152, 1169, 1170, 1232, 1233, 1234, 1373, 
1419 1422, 1454, 1480. 

= President; message to Congress; p. 


Cotton; rate, etc.; pp. 42, 84, * ae 534, 601, 
682, 869, 875, 945, 948, 1309, 1320 

Cummins, Senator; death of; D. 298. 

Dairy products; rates, etc.; pp. 54, 123, 800. 

Dallman, E. W.; reciprocal demurrage; p. 1259. 

Debts, funded, of railroads; p. 498. 


DECISIONS OF 
COMMISSION. 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE 


(Decisions under the above caption are In- 
dexed by title where there is a complainant. 
Where there is none they are indexed by the 
commodity or subJect affected.) 


ae ag & poets Lumber & 
c. & St. 
ba Ce. <. 205-206); p. 

Abingdon’ Sanitary ; he Co. et al. 
vs. C. and N. W. et al.; case 16192; clay 


Tie Co. vs. 


(118 I. C. C., 556-560); p. 187 
Abraham & Straus, Inc., vs. Erie; case 
ei furniture (115 I. C. C., 305-306); 


p. 473. 

Acme Brick Co. et al. vs. Ala. & Miss. et al.; 
case 14617; also 15467, Same vs. A. & s. 
et al; 15628, Kansas Gas Belt Manu- 
facturers’ Assn. vs. A. & S. et al.; 15692, 
Okla. Brick Manufacturers’ Assn. vs. A. 
& S. et al.; and 15788, Acme Brick Co. 
et al. vs. A. & S. et al.; southwestern brick 
cases; distance computation Cis §,. Cc. C., 


169-170); p. 13 
a bs B., Brokerage Co. 
A, et al.; case 15630; 
i. oo c., neste 654); p. 308. 
Alabama- ‘Georgia Syrup Co. vs 
ease 15407; syrup (113 I. C. o., 
p. 128. 
Algoma Lumbe 


et al. vs. 
celery (113 


C. 
AD 33. 285); > 


r Co. vs. Director-General; 


case 17372; link belting (113 I. C. C., 311- 
312); p. 127. 
Allen Manufacturing Co. vs. L. & N. et al.; 


case 16811; molding sand (115 I C. C., 
739-740); p. 925. 

Allen, Pona, vs. B. & M. et al.; case 15743; 
ae extract (113 I. C. C., 215- 222): 


18. 

Altitude Petroleum Co. vs. Ft. W. and D. C. 
et al.; case 16378; gas oil (mimeographed); 
Pp. 1362 

Alumina Shale Brick Co. et al. vs. B. & O.; 
case 165738; also fourth sect, ap. 12169: 
brick (113 IT. C. C., 496-500); p. 127. 

— Furniture Co. et al. vs. C. & N. W. 

t al.; case gare: furniture (115 I 
$40. 643); p. 803 


American Cider Vinegar Manufacturers’ As- 
sociation vs. . Y. C. et al; case 17391; 
vinegar (mimeographed); _P 1479. 

American Hatters & Fu rs Co. vs. Cent. 
New Eng. et al.; case 17072; rabbit skin 
scrap (115 I. C. <. 283- 286); Pp. 

American Radiator Go. et al. vs. D. Te 
S. L. et al.; case 16932; sand (115 I. C. fc: 
529-532); p. 739. 

American Sumatra Tobacco Co. et al. vs. 
A. C. L. et al.; case 17429; manure (mimeo- 
graphed); p. 1298. 

— Sumatra Tobacco Co. et al. vs. A. 


case 17702; charcoal (118 I. 


Cc. 
Cc. c. Sos. 304) | p. 1302. 


P. et al.; 3 case 17081; ties (115 § 


. Cc. C., 


i. 





Senate 


of; pp. 


02, 110, 
3, "1005, 


chases; 
44, 361, 
49, 776, 
4, 1062, 
‘, 1296; 


ns _ for, 
», 1490, 


l lines; 
10, 355, 
68, 569, 
, 1061, 
i, 1373, 
eSS; p. 
4, 601, 


800. 
Pp. 1259. 


AERCE 


are In- 
ainant. 
by the 


So. vs. 


es (115 § 


_ et al. 
2; clay 


; case 
5-306) ; 
et al.; 
. & &. 
Manu- 
15692, 
vs. A. 
ck Co. 
n brick 
C. <, 


al. vs. 
y (113 


©... 33 
3-285); 
aneral; 
he Sll- 


et al.; 
Cc ce 
15743; 
5-222); 


=. C. 
phed); 


& O.; 
12169; 


N. W. 
Cc. C., 


s’ As- 
17391; 


Cent. 
: skin 


‘& . 
c. ¢., 


al. vs. 
1imeo- 


vs. A. 
(118 I 


INDEX TO THE TRAFFIC WORLD—JULY-DECEMBER, 1926 | 3 


















American Tar Products Co. vs. C. R. 

P. od al.; case 16996; creosote oil (115 I. 
Cc. 677-678); p. 857. 

pt 8. Trading Co., Inc., vs. Director- 
General; case 17560; steel rods (115 I. C. 
&. 223-225) ; p. 358. 

Anderson Taylor Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. 
et al.; case 15245; boxed dried fruits (115 
I. C. C., 318-321); p. 301. 

Apache Powder Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et 
al.; ~ 15112; box shooks and sawdust 
115 I. cy 339-345); P. 419. 

Apache Pp BK. Co. vs. T. & S. F. et al; 
case 16935; acid and yA (118 I. c. 
C., 457- 462); p. 1108. 

Aretic Ice Machine Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. 
et - “% ; case 16704; refrigerating machinery 
115 I. C. C., 346- 348) ; p. 420. 

Ark, Jobbers "& Mfrs.’ Assn. vs. A. T. 

Ss. F. et al.; case 16022; hay (118 I. & 
C., 238-242); p. 988. 

Armour & Co. et al. vs. C. M. & St. P. et al.; 
case 16095; meats and packing house 
products (115 I. C. C., 68-76); p. 308. 

Armour and Co. vs. Director- —. case 
17062; eggs (113 I. C C, 1-2); 

Armour Fertilizer Works vs. Western Pa- 
cific et al.; case 15415; muriate of potash 
(115 I. C. C., 684-686); p. 924. 

Armstrong Cork Co. vs. S. A. & A. P. et a: 
case 17225; cotton duck (113 I. C. C., 

270); p. 17. 

Atmore Produce Co. vs. M. B..& PF. et 
al.; case 17164; potatoes fig i &. ©. 
599- 602); p. 742. 

Augusta, Ga., et al. vs. A. C. L. et al.; case 
16471; class rates (113 I. C. C., 303-308); 


p. Ti. 

Auto Supplies Manufacturing Co. vs. A. T. 
& S. F. et al.; case 17247; dust cloths 
(mimeographed) : p. 1479. 

Automatic train control; _. < Sub. 
Ne. 16 Gis -L. ‘Cc. C., 245- 254); 

Automatic Train Control; case i135, “sub-No. 
16 and 17 (113 I. C. C., 323-342) (113 tl 
C., 359-368); p. 127. 

Automatic Train Control; case 13413, sub. 
No. 18 (113 I. C. C., 561- 574); p. 187. 

Automatic train control; docket 13413, Sub. 
No. 19-2 (115 I. C. C., 451-456); p. 566. 

Automatic train control; docket 13413; Sub. 
No. 19 (115 I. C. C., 426-436); p. 565. 

Automatic train control; docket 13413 and 
Sub. No. 20; Il. Central (115 I. -C. C., 
256-269); p. 419. 

Automatic train control; docket 13413, Sub. 
No. 21; D. L. and W. (115 I. C. C., 270- 
282); p. 419. 

Automatic train control; case Ne Sub. 
No. 22 (115 I. C. C., 387-392); p 

Automatic train control; case 13413; — O.. &. 
(113 I. C. C., 625-628); p. 188. 

Automatic train control; case 13413, Sub. 
No. 8-2 (118 I. C. C., 250-255); p. 3 
Automatic train control; case 13413; Sub. 
No. 22 (118 I. C. C., 265-281); p. 1052. 
Automatic train control; ——, 13413, sub. 
No. 5-2 (mimeographed; p. 1302 
Automatic train control; Docket 13413, Sub. 
25-2 (mimeographed); p. 1362. 

Ayrshore Coal Co. vs. Southern (Docket 
14709) and J. Woolley Coal Co. et al. vs. 
Same (Docket 14857); coal car distribution 
(118 I. C. C., 531-546); p. 1359. 

Awixa Corp. vs. Long Island et al.; case 
17168; cement (115 I. Cr: C., 245-247); p. 360. 
Bartling Grain Co., et al. vs. Mo. Pac. et 
al.; case 15963; grain (115 I. C. C., 441- 
444); p. 621. 

Baehl, E. A., & Co. vs. Cent. of Ga.; case 
17405; sand and gravel (115 I. C. C., 679- 
680); p. 858. 

Bailey Co. vs. Ill. Cent. et al.; case 16181; 
> furniture (118 I. C. C., 455-456); p 


Beatty Coal Co. et al. vs. Ark. Valley 
Interurban et al.; case 16632; coal (115 
I. C. C., 8-14); p. 306. 


Beggs and Cobb vs. A. and V. et al.; case 
16754; green salted hides (ig Eo Ge 
13- 18); p. 990. 


Bender Iron and Supply Co. vs. = 
et al.; case 16714; _ and oil, ey supplies 
(mimeographed); p. 1361. 

Benson Produce Co, vs. G. t al.; case 
16515; eggs (113 I. C. C., bale 547); p. 249. 
Berger, S., vs. P. R. R.; case 17449; . te 

drayage (115 I. C. C., 697-698); 

Bernstein-Nehman & Co. vs. G. jy 

et a case T7268: es wae rere 
G., 691-693); p. 858. 

Birmingham News Co. vs. A. B. & A. et 
al.; case 16443; news-print paper (118 I. 
Cc. ‘é. 205- 208); p p. 1052. 

Birmingham Traffic Bureau vs. A. G. S. 
et al.; case 1453; automobiles (115 I. C. C., 


33-38); p. '¥ 

Bixler Coal & Coke Co. vs. B. L. E. et 
al.; case 17335; coal (115 I. & C., 248- 
250); p. 471. 

Blacker Elevator Co. vs. U. P. et al.; case 
17282; potatoes (115 I. C. C., 569); p. 682. 

Board ‘of Park Commissioners vs. Chicago, 
M. & St. P.; 17251; crushed rock (115 
I. C. C.,.:FI-314)s. p. 360. 

Booth and Flinn, Ltd., vs. P. R. R.; case 
17088; sand (113 I. C. C., 613-616); p. 187. 

Bowersock Mills and Power Co. vs. A. T. & 
S. F. et al.; case 15715; sand (118 I. C. C., 
560-564); p. 1362. 


Bowman Dairy Co. vs. Am. Ry. Express Co. 
Bradley & Woertz vs. Ill. Cent. et al.; case 
Bradshaw-Roberson Cotton Co. et al. vs. 


Brass, bronze, and copper ingots, pig, scrap, 


Brick and clay products from, to, and be- 


p. 418. 
Brick and related articles; combination rule 
Brick, common, carload minimum weight 
Brooks-Scanlon Corp. et al. Vs. 


Brown Hoisting Machinery Co. vs. Pennsy 



















et al.; case 17872; milk (118 I. C. C., 529- 
530); p. 1299. 


17283; cereal beverages (118 I. C. C., 233- 
236); p. 10 


A. 6. is. St BL3 


case 16654; cotton (113 
L. 6. 


661-663); p. 358. 


and related articles in Official Classification 
we I. and S. 2695 (mimeographed).; 
P. 


tween points in Southern territory; I. and 
S. 1885; also I. and S. 1938, brick and clay 
products: from, to and between points in 
— territory (113 I. C. C., 380-383); 


on in W. T. L. eee I. & S. 2641 (115 


C. C., 293-304); p 


on; in ©. A. territory; I. and S. 2744 
{i363 C, é. 136-138); p. 922 a: 


et al.; case 17438; overcharge reparation 
(113 I. C. C., 237-288); p. 15. 


et al.; case 17336; er and paint 
(115 I. C..C., 218- 220); -" 359. 

Brown Mfg. Co. vs. B. O.; case 17365; 
steel plates and bars (is a cc & 352- 
354); p. 473. 

Bunte, C. F., al. et 
i ae 164365 Ne es % Re. %! & 68); 


aous- Dixie Corp. et al. vs. A. T. and S. 

= al.; case 15358; cotton linters (113 I. & 
384-386) ; P 187. 

Bush, Ww G., & Co. vs. L. & N. et al.; case 
17460. bricks (115 I. C. C., 45-48); p. Sa" 

Cairo Ass’n of Commerce ‘vs. B. & Ww. 
et ag case 16194; stoves (115 I. C. C., ~_ y 
Pp. 

Canale, D., and Co. vs. Director-General; 
on 17588; “grapes (115 I. C. C., 415-416); 


65. 
Canned goods from LaCrosse, Wis., and 
Winona, Minn., groups to Ill. and Mo.; 
I. and S. 2669 (115 I. C. C., 289-292); p 


419, 
Cardiff Green Marble Co. vs. M. & P. et al.; 
case * one marble (113 I. C. C., 655-660); 
35 
ols, W. C., vs. Cent. Ver. et al.; case ve 


and associated cases; granite (i118 1. & 
569-571); p. 1298. 

Carter Oil Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; case 
16405; steel derricks (113 I. C. C., 757-760); 


p. 307. 
Case, Frank P., and Sons, et al. vs. 
z agricultural lime ais 


R.: és case 17313; 
L Cc. 694-696) ; 

Cement, be i Kansas, Missouri and 
Oklahoma to Arkansas and Oklahoma; I. 
and S. 2723 gee a ae p. 1359. 

Central Steel Co. a r= R.; case 17899; 
bar steel (118 I. C., 497- -498); p. 1299. 

Chairs, theater, tan various points to 
southwestern destinations; I. and S. 2629 
(118 I. C. C., 313-319); p. 71. 

Chamberlin Furniture Co. vs. Director-Gen- 
eral; case 16897; chairs (115 I. C. C., 575- 


Cc. L. et al.; case 17499; 

citrus fruit (118 I. C. C., 289-290); p. 1108. 

Cheney Pulp & paper Co. ‘vs. A. C. & Y. r 
al.; case 15795; wet rag pulp (118 I. C. 

477 - 481); p. 1109. 

Chess-Wymond Co., of La., et al. vs. A. 
& V. et al.; or 17219; ak staves and 
headin (115° I e. SK, 703- = p. 923. 

Chicago Board of Trade vs. C. & Q. et al.; 
~~" on grain (113 I. C. x 295- 302): 


Clliense Carton Co. vs. C. & Q. et al.; 
case 17284; paper boxes aig 1 C.' C5. Bt 15- 
217); p. 359. 

Chicago Gravel Co. et al. vs. A. T. and S. F. 
et al.; case 17817; sand, gravel and crushed 
stone’ (mimeographed); p. 1360. 


Chicago, R. I. & P. et al. vs. B. & O. et al.; 
case 16697; transfer charges (corrected 
report); (mimeographed) ; p. 360. Original 
report (113 I. C. C., 171- 175); p. 246. 

a Sheet Metal & Roofing Co. vs. 

R. R. et al.; case 17340; fron roofing 
tite I. C. C., 133-134); p. 305. 


Class and commodity rates from Pa. to 
Central and W. T. L. territories; I. and 
S. 2670 (115 I. C. C., 331-335); p. 420. 

Class and commodity rates between points 
on Hawaii Railway; I and S. 2684 (118 
I, C. C., 489-496); p. 1109. 

Class rates between Gary and Indiana and 
Michigan points via E. J. & E.; I. and S. 
2738 (118 I. C. C. 263-264); p. 1053. 

Class rates between Wyoming, ~~ 
& S. Dakota; I. and S. 2740 (118 I. C. C., 
237); p. 989. 

Clayton, George Potter, vs. L. & N.; case 
17749; coal (113 I. C. C., 747-750); p. 
Clinchfield Coal Corporation 2. co. Cc. & O:; 
a 17136; coal (118 I, C. C., 79-82); p. 


Cohen, Louis & Son vs. P. R. R.; case 
real serap iron; (115 I. C. C., 307-309); 


Gltene & Co. vs. P. R. R. et al.; case 
15850; soap (118 I. C. C., 243-249); p. 1053. 





Columbia Mills, Inc., vs. D. L. and W. et 
al.; case 17065; switching and trap car 
(118 i, t. Ge 112- 118); p. 991. 

Connersville Lumber Co. et al. vs. L. E. and 
W. et al.; case 15562; coal (118 I. C. C., 
499-500); p. 1299. 

Consolidated Coal & Supply Co. vs. N. Y. C. 
& St. L. et al.; case 17177; reweighing 
charges (115 I. C. C., 209-210); p. 359. 

Consolidated Cut Stone Co. et al. vs. A. T. 
& S: F. et al.; case 16108; stone (113 
I. C. C., 480-486); p. 247. 

Cures Paper Co. vs. N. Y. C.; case 

7316; reconsignment charge (115 I. c. C., 
519" 581); p. 742. 

Consolidated Water Power & Paper Co. 
et al. vs. Can. Nat’l et al.; case 16421; 
wood pulp (115 I. C. C., 810-812); p. 358. 

Continental Leather Co. vs. P. R. 'R. et eA.s 
case 17625; sole leather (113 I. C. C., 745- 
746); p. 307. 

Continental Sugar. Co. vs. N. Y. C. et al; 
case 14881; sugar beets (115 I. C. C., 124- 
126); p .037. 

Coovert and Young vs. L. and N. 


et al; 
case 17332; 


coal (115 I. C. C., 349-851); - 


p. 420. 

Cotton linters and cotton seed hull fibres 
or shavings from the southwest to inter- 
state destinations; I. and S. 2592 (118 IL 
C. C., 419-488); p. 1049. 

Cotton’ from Tennessee River landings to 
New Orleans; I. and S. 2753 (mimeo- 
graphed); p. 1478. 

— and seentes articles between points 

Cc. and I; I. and S. 2682 (115 L 
c C., 447- 450); p. 566. 

Crerar Clinch Coal Co. vs. Ann Arbor et 
al. oy 16699; coal (118 I. C. C., 171-175); 
Pp. 

Crook, Son & Co. vs. Wabash et al.; case 
17576; logs (118 I. C. C., 285-286); p. 1054. 

Crook, ‘Son and Co. vs. N. Y. C. et al.; ; case 
17581; logs (118 I. C. C., 512-514); p. 1298. 

Crown Cork & Seal Co. vs. B. & O. et al.; 
case 17018; waste cork (113 I. C. C., 726- 
728); p. 249, 

Crown Millis vs. N. P. et al.; case 16661; 
grain (115 I. C. C., 15-18); p. 305. 

Crown Willamette Paper Co. vs. S. P. et 
al.; case 16883; pulp wood (118 I. C. C., 
95-98); p. 1052. 

Cuthbert Cut Stone Co., vs. St. L.-S. F. et 
al.; case 17124; stone (118 I. C. C., 69-76); 
Pp. "991. 

Dallas Transfer Co. vs. S. P. et al.; case 
14685; two for one rule (115 I. C. Cc, 658- 
660); p. 857. Corrected order (mimeo- 
graphed); p. 989. 

Dame Furniture Co. vs. C. N. O. and T. P. 
et al.;- case 17098; a up wood (115 I. 
C. C., 566-568); p. 681 

Dangerous articles, regulations for the 
transportation of; case 3666; matches in 
fibre containers (mimeographed); p. 72. 


D’Arcy Spring Co. vs. G. T. W. et al.; case 
eo springs, etc. (115, I. C. C., 91-94); 


Dp. a 

Davis-Noland-Merrill Grain Co. et al. vs. 
St. L.-S. F.; switching charges (mimeo- 
graphed); p. 1479. 

Dawson Produce Co. et. al. vs. A. and V. 
et al.; case 14312; bananas (113 I. C. C., 
454-458); p. 187. 

Day, Thomas & Co. vs. S. P. et al.; case 
15101; glass lighting bowls (112 I. C. C., 
749-750); p. 17. 

Deere, John, Plow Co. vs. Director-General; 
case 17271; farm scales (115 I. C. C., 1-2); 


p. 306. 
DeForrest, T. S., Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; 
591-596); 


case, 16839; linseed (113 I. C. C., 

p. . 

Denver & Rio Grande investigation; docket 
12922 (118 I. C. C., 75-160); p. 303. 

Depreciation charges of telephone companies 
(Docket 14700) and depreciation charges of 
steam “Ss companies (Docket 15100); 
(118 I. C. 295-411); p. 1300. 

Desch, Jonn 1 M., vs. N. P. et al.; case 17277; 
household goods (i265: 3% -<. c., 401-402); 
D. 

Deshler Broom Factory et al. vs. A. T. & 

et al.; case 16076; broom handles 


oa, 
(115 I. C. C., 437-489); p. 566, 
oe Eg Case Co. et al. vs. A. T. & 


A “ al.; case 16930; eg _— material 
118 I. C. C., 447- on . 
Dillon, J. A., vs. iy St. L. et al.; 


case 17015; overcharge claim (112 I. C. C., 
745); page 15. 

Dixie Portland Cement Co. vs. Director- 
Generla; case 11997; cement (115 I. C. C., 
111-112); p. 252. 

Drayage absorptions by Southwest Mo. R. R. 
wg ge 16901 (118 I. C. C., 179-191); 
Dp 

Dulle, G. H., Milling Co. vs. Mo. Pac.; case 
16462; wheat (113 I. C. C., 742- 744); p. 252. 

Duluth’ Boiler Works vs. i? = » 3 a. 2 
et al.; case a steel pipe (118 I. C. C., 
161-165); p. 1049 

Dutton, A. S:; Lumber Corp. et al. vs. A. & 
R. et al.; case 12744; multiple carloading 
(113 I. C. C., 661-676); p. 17. 

Duthie, J. F., & Co. et al. vs. Director- 
General; case 16639; also Sub. No. 1, 
Northwest Bridge and Iron Co. vs. C. & 
N. W. et a | see engines (113 I. C. C., 
255-258); p. 16. 
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El Dorado Refining Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. 
F. et al.; case 16689; refined oil (118 I. 
c. €., Gix 55); p. 927. 

Elledge, R. V., vs. A. G. S. et al.; case 17249; 
~~ demurrage (113. 1. C. C., 704- 706): 
Pp. a 

El Paso Compress & Fumigating Co. vs. 
Mo. Pac. et al.; case 17157; compress 
castings (115 I. C. C., 166-168); p 

Eshelman, John W., & Sons et al. vs. Di- 
rector-General et al.; case 12366; cotton 
ae es transit (118 I. C. C., 441-451); 
p. 5 

Everist, L. G., & Co. vs. C. & N. W. et al.; 
case 17033; crushed stone (113 I. C. C., 
267-268); p. 17. 

E-Z Opener Bag Co. vs. Pearl River Valley 
et al.; case 17835; cordwood (118 I. C. C., 
524-526); p. 1299. 

Fairfield Paper Co. vs. A. C. L. et al.; case 
16992; strawboard boxes (115 I. C. C., 
43-44); p. 308. 

Falcon Zinc Co. vs. Northeast Okla. et al.; 
case 16833; zinc ore (113 I. C. C., 265-266); 


p. “ 

Fargo, N. D., Commercial Club vs. A. & W. 
et al.; case 13839; class rates; p. 17. 

Federated Metals Corp. vs. C. R. R. of N. J. 
et al.; case 16419; lead alloys (113 I. C. C., 
487-496); p. 185. 

Federated Metals Corp. vs. P. R. R.; case 
gg brass ingots (115 I. C. C., 719-720); 
p. 3 

Fentress Coal Co. et al. vs. Tenn. Cent. et 
~ 17047; coal (155 I. C. C., 286-288); 
p. ; 

Fertilizer and fertilizer materials between 
southern points; case 16295; also 16335, 
In the Matter of Rates on Fertilizers and 
Fertilizer Materials Intrastate within 
State of South Carolina; 16336, In the 
Matter of Rates on Fertilizers and Fer- 
tilizer Materials and Articles Taking the 
Same Rates Intrastate Within State of 
Alabama; and 16484, In the Matter of 
Rates on Fertilizer and Fertilizer Materi- 
als and Articles Taking the Same Rates 
Intrastate Within State of Georgia; also 
various fourth-section applications (113 
I. C. C., 389-446); p. 415 

Fertilizers from Texas ports to Shreveport; 
I. & S. 2691 (115 I. C. C., 582-585); p. ~~ 

Firestone Tire & Rubber Co. et al. vs. B. & 
a et al.; case 14655; iron and steel (113 

C. C., 751-756); p. 306. 

Fictohern- Wilson Coffee Co. vs. L. & N.; case 
i - green coffee (113 I. C. C., 319- 322); 
p. 73. 

Florence, Ala., Chamber of Commerce vs. 
Southern et al.; case 16039; limestone 
rock (118 I. C. C., 7-10); p. 991. ? 

Florence (Ala.) Chamber of Commerce vs. 

. O. & N. E. et al.; case 17693; cotton 
(118 I. C. C., 228-232); p. 1050. 

Florence, Ala., Chamber of Commerce vs. A. 
T. & S. F. et al.; case 16927; dried beans 
(mimeographed); p. 1479. 

Forbes, E. E,, & Sons, Piano Co. vs. A. 
G. S. et al.; case 15895; case 17937, Same 
vs. L. & N. et al.; case 17147, National 
Biscuit a vs. ise ——__ rule 
(118 I. C. C., 185-189); =. 

Foster Lumber Co. vs. &. B. & Q. et al.; 
— coal (113 I. C. C., 734-736); 
p. . 

Frank, W. I., Produce Co. et al. vs. L. A. 
& S. L. et al; case 16710; mixed vege- 
tables (118 I. C. C., 88- =); p. 1052. 

Freehold Lumber Co. vs. & O. et al; 
ne ee lumber (118 I. Se. C., 463-467); 
Dp. 

Friedlander, Julius Co., vs. Southern et al.; 
gone earap iggyr on ost factory sweepings (115 

euaieen “Chemical bg vs. B. & O. et al.; 
case 17060; silica sand (115 I. C. C., 322- 
324); p. 308. 


General Motors Truck Co. of Kansas City 
et al. vs. G. T. W. et al.; case 17351; 
trucks (118 I. C. C., 99-104); p. 1052. 

Gentile Bros. Co. vs. Southern et al.; case 
17057; peaches (113 I. C. C., 670-672); p. 245. 

Gentile Bros. Co. vs. C. of Ga. et al.; case 
mi peaches (115 I. C. C., 251-252); 
Pp. 5 

Getz, Alex, et al. vs. T. K. & N. et al.; case 
16659; live poultry (118 I. C. C., 173-176); 


Gihadea Co. va. C. BR. RB. W.. 2d. @ Oks 
case 16668; linseed oil 38 I. Cc. C., 59- 
60); p. 926. 

Good Construction Co. et al. vs. N. & W.; 
case ge sand and gravel (115 I. C. C., 
629-630); p. 803. 

Graham, John F., vs. N. Y¥. C.; case 16759; 
refrigeration (115 I. C. C., 8325-826); p. 307. 

Grain and grain products, Kansas and Mis- 
souri to Gulf ports; I. and S. 2632 (115 
I. C. C., 153-165); p. 248. 

Grain and grain oe between Kansas, 
Missouri ane exas points; I. and S. 
2685 (115 I C., 615-617); p. 803. 

Grain and ses products from Missouri 
River points to Ark.; I. and S. 2675 (115 
I. C. C., 457-460); P. 681. 

Grain and grain products, transit privileges 
on, at Kansas City, Mo.-Kan.; I. and S. 
2689 (115 I. C. C., 621-624); p. 803. 

Grain and grain products from western 
states to Louisiana; I. and S. 2612 (113 
I. C. C., 259-261); p. 13. 





Grain and its products, W. T. L. points to 
Ark.; I. and S. 2603 (113 I. C. C., 209-212); 


p. 14. 

Grain and related articles from defined ter- 
ritories to Texas; I. and S. 2607 (113 
I. C. C., 195-199); p b 

Grain, transit privileges on, at Denver; 
I. and S. 2623 (113 I. C. C., 374-379); p. 126. 

Grand Trunk, proposed elimination of, from 
route; I. and S. 2700 Cig EC. C, 609- 
611); p. 742, 801. 

Granton Chemical Co. vs. L. V.; case 16673; 
— of soda (115 I. C. C.. 726-728); p. 


Great Northern Paper Co. et al. vs. B. and 
A. et al.; case 15870; newsprint (113 I. C. 
C., 463-466); p. 186. 

Gugenheim-Goldsmith Co. et al. vs. G. H. & 
4 A. et al.; case 15338; bananas (113 

C. C., 459- 462); p. 250, 1421. 

Guit Naval Stores Supply Co. vs. L. and N.; 
case 16598; claims barred (113 I. C. C., 
551-552); p. 187. 

Hamilton, Richard, Inc., vs. P. R. R.; case 
16785; barrel shooks (113 I. C. C., 723- 
725); p. 305. 

Hanford Produce Co. vs. Am. Ry. Express 
Co. et al.; case 15564; cream (113 I. C. C., 
523-527); p. 186. 

Hansen-Peterson Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; 
case 16687; peaches and grapes (113 I. C. 
C., 575-578); p. 187. 

Harbauer Co. vs. Ann Arbor et al.; case 
15452; pickles (115 I. C. C., 30-32); p. 359. 

Hauber Cooperage Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. 
et al.; case 17318; slack barrels (115 I. 
c.. &, "533- 536); p. 741. 

Heinze Electric Co. vs. ‘B. & M. et al; case 
17090: automobile horns (118 I. C. C., 17- 
78); p. 1052. 


Hipskind, George C., vs. Wabash et al:; 
cane, 11678; coal (115 I. C. C., 417- 418); 
Sites Davis Grain Co. vs. C. & Q. 


oo.. — 17044; wheat (113 I. C. Bu 234- 
Hogan Ba vs. C. B. & Q. et al.; case 16656; 
We ps — and shorts (113 I. C. C., 223- 
Hollinwenend, J. D., Co. vs. Ann Arbor et al.; 
/~ 16832; barrels (me 5. ¢. C., B- 98): 


358. 

wilttanshend, 2, Ce we. ck. C. & BR. 
et al.; case 16691; staves (115 I. C. C., 
19-20); p. 305. 

Hope Engineering and Supply Co. vs. Mo. 
Pac. et al.; case 17285; iron pipe (mimeo- 
graphed); p. 1362. 

Horders, Inc., vs. Can. Atlantic Transit Co. 
of U. S. et al.; case 16446; cash boxes 
(i325. ¢.. Cc, 520-522); p. 186. 

Hubbard, Alma E., and W. M. Miller vs. O. 
S. L. et al.; case 16219; potatoes (118 I. C. 
C., 202-204); p. 987. 

Huber, A., et al. vs. G. & F. et al.; case 
ig ® diversion (118 I. C. C., 282-284); 
Pp. a 


Hulett, F. A., and Son vs. C. and N. W. 
et al.; case ‘17264; iron beds (115 I. C. C., 
399- 400) ; p. 565 


Hulsey-Bessent Co. vs. D. & R. G. W. et al.; 
case 17007; lettuce (mimeographed); p. 1479. 


lliff-Bruff Chemical Co. et al. vs. C. & E. I. 
et al.; case 16048; coal (113 I. C. C., 606- 
612); p. 250. 


Indianapolis Board of Trade et al. vs. C. 
c. &. = L. et al.; case 16865; grain 
(115 I. 681-683); p. 857. 

Indianapolis Board of Trade vs. L. and N. et 
al.; case 15451; sub. No. 1; grain (113 
1c. Cy 508-510); p. 186. 


Indiana rates, fares, and charges; case 
11894; sand and gravel (113 I. C. C., 531- 
532); p. 188. 

Indiana State Chamber of Commerce vs. 
Ann rg et al.; case 16138; coal (115 
I. C. C., 650-657); p. 802. 

Ind. State Chamber of Commerce vs. A. T. 
& S. F. et al.; case 14087; ~— prod- 
ucts (112 I. C. C. 481-484); p. 13. 

Interstate Corrugated Box Co., Inc. =.= * 
vs. Cent. R. R. of N. J. et al.; case 17161; 
-——— of soda (113 I. C. C., 539- 540): 
p. 359. 

Iola Cement Mills Traffic Assn. et al. vs. 
Ark. Valley oe eer et al.; case 15428; 
cement (115 I. C. C., 49-67); p. 415. 

Iron and steel from Natchez and Vicks- 
burg to Shreveport; I. and S. 2664 (115 
I. C. C., 612-614); p. 801. 

Iron and steel, imported, from Gulf ports 
to interstate destinations; I. and S. 2653 
(115 I. C. C., 373-380); p. 469; (118 I. C. C., 
488); p. 110. 

"= and steel, transit on, at Parkersburg, 

Va. &. and S. 2673 (115 I. C. C., 381- 
386), p. 473. 

nvm, J. V., @ ah va. PP. B. R. et al: = 
17152; lumber oo paving blocks (112 I. C. 
C.. 746- 748); p. 

Jackson (Miss.) Traffic Bureau et al. vs. 
A. & V. et al.; case 16157; alfalfa meal 
(118 I. C. C., 27-80); p. 990. 

Jackson Traffic Bureau vs. A. and V. et 
al.; case 17359; staves and headings (115 
I. C. C., 570-572); p. 682. 

Jackson Traffic Bureau for Jackson Casket 
and Manufacturing Co. vs. Ill. Cent.; case 
—- material (118 I. C. C., 515- 517); 
p 








Jackson Traffic ~~" for Jackson Fer- 
tilizer Co. vs. A. and V. et al.; case 15339; 
fertilizer (118 I. C. C., 217-220); p. 1052. 

Johnson, Chester A., vs. C. & WwW. C.; ; Case 
a cucumbers (118 I. & C., 19-38); wn 


Johnson, C. A., vs. A. C: L; 
cucumber refrigeration (118 tS =. 
2); p._ 926. 

Joslyn Manufacturing and Supply Co. vs. 
C. & E. I. et al.; case 17017; insulator pins 
(112 I. C. C., 743-744); p. 18. 

Kanotex Refining Co. vs. A. T. & S. F 
et al.; case 17883; kerosene (115 I. C. C., 
559- 560); p. 740. 

Kansas City Brick Co. vs. CG. R. I. & Ps 
~~” ee brick (115 I. C. C., 750-752); 
p. E 

Kay County Gas Co. vs. G. C. & S. F. et al.; 
case 17357; crude oil (115 I. C. C., 736- 
738); p. 925. 

Kendall Refining Co. vs. A. & V. et al.; case 
17036; gasoline (mimeographed); p. 1479. 

Keokuk Shippers’ Ass’n et al. vs. Belt Ry. of 
Chicago et al.; case 16769; newsprint 
(113 I. C. C., 286-288); p. 73. 

Keokuk Shippers’ Association vs. A. T. & 
S. F. et al.; case 15832; sugar (mimeo- 
graphed); p. "1421. 

Kingman, E. mn. Coa ve. A. C. Ta ot als 
~—— peppers (iis. =. C. C.,; 32-82); 
Dp. 

Knight & Kennet vs. L. & N. et al.; case 
17368; cattle and hogs (115 I. C. C., 732- 
735); p. 923. 

Knoxville Traffic Bureau et al. vs. Southern 
et al.; case 17051; lime (115 I. C. C., 187- 
188); p. 360. 

Kosmos Portland Cement Co. vs. Ill. Cent. 
et al.; case 16741; cement (115 I. C. C.,, 
561- 565); p. 923. 

LaFayette Lumber Co. vs. P. R. t al.s 
case 1660; ties (115 I. C. C., ue 446); p. 


621. 

Lautz Marble Corp. vs. Erie et al.; case 
16728; rough marble (115 I. C. C., 543- 
546); p. 740. 

Lawrence Construction Co. vs. L. & 
case 17303; steam road roller (115 a S. c 
439-440); p. 565. 

Lehigh Lime Co. vs. Cc. @ YF. et.al; 
case 13014 (also I. a S. 2096, lime from 
eastern trunk line points to Pittsburgh, 
Youngstown and related points; 16170 
Eastern Lime Mfrs. Traffic Bureau et al. 
vs. Akron & Barberton, and 16170, Sub. 
No. 1, Washington Building Lime Co. et 
al. vs. Akron & Barberton et al.); lime 
(mimeographed); p. 988. 

Lehigh Portland Cement Co. vs. B. S. and 
K. R. et al.; case 17527; cement (118 I. C. 
C., 507-508); p. 1299. 

Liberty Cooperate and Lumber Co. vs. P. R. 
R. et al.; case 17568; logs (118 I. C. C., 
505-506); p. 1299. 

Lincoln Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. 
Ark. Cent. et al.; case 14289; also 14661, 
Southwestern Interstate Coal Operators’ 
Ass’n et al. vs. Ark. Western et al.; coal 
(113 I. C. C., 161-165); p. 307. 

Lindsley Bros. Co. vs. G. N. et al.; case 
17193; poles (113 I. C. C., 166-168); p. 17. 
Lissberger, B. & Co. et al. © FR: 
et al.; case 16286; also Federated Metals 
Corp et al. vs. Same, case 1671; spelter 
by-products (1165 I. C. ’c., 521- 526); p. 739. 
Live stock between points ‘in Louisiana and 
Texas and points in Kansas and Okla- 
— I. and S. 2652 (115 I. C. C., 187-146); 

Pp. > 

Lone Star Gas Co. vs. C. R.’I. & G. et al.; 
case 16986; pipe and fittings (mimeo- 
graphed); p. 1478. 

Lowe Paper Co. vs. C. & N. E. et al.; case 
ag strawboard (115 I. C. C., 189-192); 
p 


Lynchburg, Va., Chamber of Commerce 
Traffic Bureau vs. N. Y., . oa & mB. 
al.; case 17547; cotton piece goods (113 
I, C. C., 270-274); p. 72. 

Lynchburg, Va., Chamber of Commerce 
Traffic Bureau vs. Ga. R. R. et al.; case 
ae lumber (115 I. C. C., 419-420); p. 

Lynchburg, Va., Chamber of Commerce 
Traffic Bureau vs. B. and O. et al.; case 
175595 boxboard (115 LC. C., 465-468); 
p. 

Lynchburg, Va., Chamber of Commerce 
Traffic Bureau vs. Southern et al.; case 
= lumber (115 I. C. C., 625-628); p. 

Lynchburg, Va., Chapter a Be geen 
Traffic Bureau vs. & W. et al.; case 
17589; waxed paper “us ~ <€ “i 27-29); 


p. 305. 
Lynchburg, Va. Chamber of Commerce 
et al; case 


case 16664; 


Traffic Bureau vs. S. A. L. 
= lumber (115 I. C. C., 537-538); p. 
Lynchburg, Va., Traffic Bureau of C. of C., 
ve. B. &. A, ‘et al.; ; case 17172; newsprint 
paper (115 I. C. C., 715-718); p. 924. 

Lynchburg, Va., Chamber of Commerce 
Traffic Bureau vs. B. and O. et al.; case 
17173; ammunition, ete. (115 I. C. C., 721- 
725); p. 991. 

Lynchburg, Va., Chamber of Commerce 
Traffic Bureau vs. P. R. R. et al.; case 
17505; printing paper (118 I. C. C., 1ll- 
13); p. 991. 
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Southern Class Rate Investigation, second 


Yakima Grocery Co. et al. vs. Ore.- Wash. 
supplemental nepest: case 13494 (113 I. C. 
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Atchison, Topeka & Santa ag Ry. Co. et al. 
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Birmingham News Co. vs. A. B. & A. ‘Ry. 


Co. et al.; case 16443; order modified; p. 
1428. 


Boldt, Charles, Glass Co. vs. C. & O. et al.; 


case 17106; case reopened; p. 809; order 
vacated; p. 1111. 


Brady, A. Spates, vs. B. & O. et al; case 


15270; case reopened; p. 996 


Breckenridge, Tex., Chamber ‘of Commerce 


et al. vs. Wichita Falls, Ranger & Ft. 
a et al.; case 16195; case reopened; 
Dp. 


Brown, Henry W. & Co. vs. Erie; case 


16821; case reopened; p. 1485. 


Bush, W. G., & Co. vs. L. & N. et al; 


case 17450; report modified; p. 564. 


Canadian Oil Companies, Ltd., vs. L. & N. 


et al.; case 15966; case reopened; p. 1060. 


Caruso, G., & Co. vs. C. & E. I. et al.; case 


15220; case reopened; p. 1112. 


Chattanooga Wheelbarrow Co., The vs. N. 


Cc. & St. L. et al.; case 16888; case re- 
opened; p. 1060. 


Chevrolet Motor Co. of St. Louis et al. vs. 


B. &. O. et al.; case 15595; and Sub. No. 
1; case reopened; p. 73. 


Chicago Board of Trade vs. Santa Fe et 


al.; case 15511; case reopened; p. 192. 


a Rock Island & Pacific et al. vs. 


& O. et al.; case 16697; order modified; 
a 466, 1112. 


Class and commodity rates from Pennsyl- 


vania to Central and Western Trunk Line 
territories; I. & S. No. 2670; effective date 
postponed; p. 686. 


Clements Paper:Co. et al. vs. Tenn. Cent. 


Ry. et al.; case 16216 and Sub. No. 1; 
effective date postponed; p. 135 


Colgate & Co. vs. Pennsylvania et al.; case 


15850; order modified; p. 1363 


wr ere Commission of Oklahoma vs. 


& S. et al.; case 14150 (also Texas 
Cottonseed Crushers’ Assn. et al. vs. 
Same; case 14970); effective date post- 
poned; p. 624. 


Crescent Bed Co. vs. A. & V. et al.; case 


16074; case reopened; p. 564. 


Dallas Transfer Co. vs. Sou. Pac. Co. et al.; 


case 14685: order modified; p. 1182; case 
reopened 1485. 


Dallas Waste Mille vs. St. L.-S. W. Ry. 


et al.; case 13892 and Sub. No. 2; order 
amended; p. 1061. 


DeForest, T. S., Co. vs. Santa Fe et al.; 


case 16839; order modified; pp. 466, 1060. 


Dillman Egg Case Co. et al. vs. Santa Fe 


et al.; case 16930; effective date post- 
poned; pp. 1112, 27. 


Dixie Portland Cement Co. vs. Director 


General, as agent; case 11997; case re- 
opened; p. 256. 


Drayage Absorptions by Southwest Mis- 


souri R. R.; case 16901; effective date 
postponed; pp. 932, 1112. 


Eastern Line Manufacturers’ Traffic Bureau 


et al. vs. A. & B. B. R. R. et al; case 
16170 and Sub. No. 1; effective date post- 
poned; pp. 134, 1060, 1485. 


Elberta Crate Co. vs. A. C. L. et al.; case 


15614 and Sub. No. 1; order modified; pp. 
624, 1182. 


Fairmont Creamery Co. vs. Director Gen- 


eral, as agent, Santa Fe. et al.; case 
12535 and Sub. No. 1; order amended; p. 


Federated Metals Corp. vs. Cent. R. R. of 
N. J.; case 16419; and associated cases; 
order modified; pp. 354, 996; case re- 
opened; 1061. 

Fertilizer & Fertilizer Materials between 
Southern Points; case 16295; effective 
date postponed; p. 1308. 

Florence Chamber of Commerce vs. L. & 
as al.; case 15865; case reopened; p. 

Fruits and vegetables between Pacific Coast 
a I. & S. No. 1455; case reopened; 
p. . 

Grain and grain products, Kansas & Mo. 
to Gulf ports; case I. & S. No. 2632; order 
modified; pp. 466, 1060. 

Green Bay Lumber Co. vs. C. B. & Q. 
R. R.; case 17196; order amended; p. 192. 

Grover-Starr Produce Co. vs. C. R. I. & P. 
et al.; case 15831; case reopened; p. 73. 

Guggenheim-Goldsmith Co. ct al va. G@. 
H. & S. A. Ry. et al.; case 15338; case re- 
opened; p. 1112. 

Hansen-Peterson Co. vs. Santa Fe et al; 
case 16687; order amended; p. 

Herald News Co. vs. Albany Southern et 
al.; case 14359; order amended; p. 1061. 
Hoopston Grain & Coal Co. vs. C. & E. I. 
et al.; case 15817 and Sub. Nos. 1 to 5, 
incl.; case reopened; p. 1060. 

Hopeman Material Co. et al. vs. Nor. Pac. 
= a case 14068; supplemental order; 








sephien Mule Co, et al. vs. L. & N., Direc- 
tor General, as agent, et al.; case 9966 
ond associated cases; cases reopened: Dp. 


Husley-Bessent Co. vs. Pennsylvania et al.; 
case 16703 and Sub. Nos. 1 to 3, inclusive 
(also Brooks-Scanlon Corp. et al. vs. A. 
C. a et al.; case 17438); case reopened; 
Pp. . 

Husley-Bessent Co. vs. Pennsylvania et al.; 
case 16703 and Sub. Nos. 1 to 38, incl. (also 































































































































































































































































INDEX TO THE TRAFFIC WORLD—JULY-DECEMBER, 1926 





Nooney, J., & Co., Inc. vs. Pennsylvania 
et al.); case reopened; p. 1182. 
liff-Bruff Chemical Co. et al. vs. C. & E. 
I. et al.; case 16048; order modified; pp. 

522, 1060, 1308; case reopened; p. 

Iron & Steel import from Gulf ports to in- 
terstate destinations; I. & S. No. 2653; 
oer modified; p. 624; case reopened; p. 

Indian Refining Co., Inc. vs. L. & N. et al.; 
~~ and Sub. No. 1; case reopened; 


Dp. > 

Indiana State Chamber of Commerce vs. 
Santa Fe et al.; case 14087; order modi- 
fied; pp. 995, 1182. 

Iola Cement Mills Traffic Assn. et al. vs. 
Akransas Valley Interurban Ry. et al.; 
case 15428; order modified; pp. 624, 1181. 

Iowa Board of Railroad Commissioners vs. 
Cent. R. R. Co. of N. J. et al.; case 15225; 
case reopened; p. 193. 

Keokuk Shippers’ Association et al. 
& O. et al.; case 15833; 
p. 564. 

Kosmos Portland Cement Co. vs. IIl 
et al.; case 16741; 
poned; p. 1363. 

Krupp Foundry Co. vs. Southern et al.; 
case 16356; case reopened; p. 1308. 

Lindeteves-Stokvis vs. Director General, as 
agent, B. & O. et al.; case 14210; case 
reopened; p. 1060. 

Maricopa County Farm Bureau et al. vs. 
A. & S. Ry. et al.; case 15072; case re- 
opened; p. 193. 

Marion Machine, Foundry & Supply Co. 
vs. Big Four et al.; case 17126; case re- 
opened; p. 1112. 

Mason City Brick & Tile Co. vs. 
Davis, Director General, as agent, Santa 
Fe et al.; order modified; p. 255; and 
associated cases. 

Memphis-Southwestern Investigation and 
cases joined therewith; case 9702; order 
amended; p. 1181; case reopened; p. 996. 

Milk & Cream between points in the north- 
west; I. & S. No. 2646; effective date post- 
poned; p. 521. 

Montgomery Cotton Exchange et al. 
& N. R. R.; case 16744; 

p. 135. 


Nashville Traffic Bureau vs. L. & N. R. R. 
et al.; case 15286; order modified; pp. 
768, 1060. 

National Pole Co. vs. Santa Fe, Director 
General, as agent, et al.; case 9971; 
effective date suspended; p. 1182. 

Nebraska State Railway Commission vs. A. 
& M. et al.; case 16341 and related cases; 
order modified; p. 421; cases reopened; p. 
869; order amended; pp. 1061, 1308. 

Nooney, J., & Co. vs. Pennsylvania et al.; 
case 17262; order modified; p. 996. , 

Norfolk Hide & Metal Co. vs. Santa Fe. et 
al.; case 16480; case reopened; p. 1060. 


vs. B. 
case reopened; 


. Cent. 
effective date post- 


James C. 


we. is 
case reopened; 


North Packing & Provision Co. et al. vs. 
Director General, as agent, N. Y. N. H. 
& H. R. R. Co. et al.; case 12386; case 


reopened; p. 255. 


Northwestern Leather Co. Trust et al. vs. 
M. & O. et al.; case 17226; order modified; 
p. 1363. 

Oklahoma Corporation Commission vs. A. 

S. et al.; case 14150; mental 
order; p. 466; case reopened; p. 1060 

Oklahoma Traffic Association et al. vs. Ala. 
Gt. Sou. R. R. et al.; case 14781 and Sub. 
Nos. 1 to 3; order modified; pp. 624, 869, 
996, ©1182, 1309. 

Oregon Cattle and Horse Raisers’ Assn. et 
al. vs. Nor. Pac. et al.; case 15236; order 
modified; p. 624, 

Pacific Coast Shipper’s Assn., Inc. et al. 
vs. A. C. & Y. et al.; case 15993; case re- 
opened; p. 1060. 

Parkersburg Rig & Reel Co. vs. 


B. & O. 
et al.; 


case 16448 and Sub. No. 1; case 
reopened; p. 20. 

Parkersburg Rig & Reel Co. vs. C. R. I. 
& P. et al.; case 14760 and Sub. No. 1; 
case reopened; p. 73 and associated cases; 


p. 73. 

Peaslee-Gaulbert Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. 
et al.; case 17448; case reopened; p. 1060. 

Peninsular Stove Co., The, vs. Mich. Cent. 
et al.; case 17075; order modified; p. 521; 
case reopened; p. 869. 

Peoria and Pekin Union, rates and regula- 
tions and practices of, at Peoria, Ill. and 
nearby points; case 14534; effiective date 
postponed; p. 521. 

Potatoes from Southeastern and Carolina 
territories to northern and western points; 
Lao S. No. 2521; order modified; pp. 996, 

Ragland Coal Co. vs. Virginia: Ry. 
case 14498; case reopened; p. 1428. 

Ridenour-Baker Mercantile Co. et al. vs. 
Santa Fe et al.; case 13758; order modi- 
fled; p. 996. 

Russell Grain Co. vs. A. G. S. R. R. et al.; 
case 17130; case reopened; p. 421. 

Scott County Milling Co. et al. vs. Butler 
County et al.; case 16323 and Sub. Nos. 
1 to 3, incl.; case reopened; p. 933; order 
modified; pp. 564, 810, 996. 

Sherey Pulp & Paper Co. vs. A. C. & Y. 
et al.; case 15795; order modified; p. 1485. 


et al.; 





Sioux Falls Live Stock Exchange et al. vs. 
Santa Fe et al.; case 15000; case re- 
opened; p. 256. 

South Dakota Board of Railroad Commis- 
sioners vs. C. & N. W. et al.; case 16270; 
effective date postponed; pp. 309, 1182. 

South Dakota Board of Railroad Commis- 
sioners vs. C. & N. W. et al.; case 16502; 
order modified; p. 1308. 

Southwestern Milling Co., Inc. vs. Santa 
Fe et al.; case 16729; order modified; p. 
1309; case reopened; p. 1427. 

Spanish River Pulp & Paper Mills, Ltd. 
and the G. H. Mead Co. vs. A. & W. et 
al.; case 15916; effective date postponed; 
p. 421; case reopened; p. 869; order modi- 
fied; p. 1183. 

Standard Mineral Co., Inc. et al. vs. Nor- 
folk Southern et al.; case 16794; order 
vacated; p. 932. 

Standard Paint Co. et al. vs. Director Gen- 
eral, A. & V., et al.; case 11203; case re- 
——. pp. 868, 1485; order modified; p. 


Stasco Milling Co. vs. Md. & Pa. et al.; 
case 16605 and Sub. Nos. 1 and 2; order 
modified; p. 1060. 

Swift & Co. vs. Ga. Nor. Ry. et al.; case 
13852; effective date postponed; p. 255. 

Taylor Produce Co. et al. vs. A. C. L. “et 
al.; case 17128; order modified; p. 1363; 
case reopened; p. 1485. 

Tennessee Electric Power Co. vs. L. & N. 
et al.; case 16937; order modified; p. 193. 

Texas Company vs. Kansas City Southern 
et al.; case 16054; case reopened; p. 193. 

Texas Portland Cement Co. vs. Ark. West- 
ern et al.; case 16327; order modified; p. 


421. 
Traffic Bureau vs. L. & N. R. R. et al.; 
case 15286; case reopened; p. 192. 
Transcontinental traffic, westbound, via Salt 
Lake & Utah, routing, restrictions on; I. 
and S 2458; effective date postponed; case 
reopened; p. 1112: order modified; p. 1428. 
United Paperboard Co., Inc. vs. G. & J. 
and D. & H.; case 13472; reparation 
ordered; p. 1485. 


United Zinc Smelting Co. vs. Pennsylvania 
= al.; case 16403; reparation ordered; p. 

White Eagle Oil & Refining Co. vs. D. & 
R. G. W. et al.; case 16544; order modified; 
pp. 193, 421, 996. 

bat wer Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. 


& V. et al.; case 15635; orders modi- 
fied; p. 73. 


Wilgus, H. B., et al. vs. Pennsylvania R. R. 
et al.; case 17012; order modified; p.421; 
order "vacated; p. 995. 

Wilson & Co., inc., of Okla. et al. vs. Di- 
rector General, C. B. & Q. et al.; case 
12068; cases reopened; p. 256; and asso- 
ciated cases. 

Winding Gulf Colliery Co. et al. vs. C. & 
a al.; case 14831; case reopened; p. 

Wood Curtis Co. et al. vs. Nor. Pac. et al.; 


case 15385; order modified; p. 465; and 
associated cases. 
Wortham-Carter Publishing Co. et al. vs. 


Director General, as agent, A. & W. Ry. 
et al.; case 12670; order amended; pp. 
193, 1061. 


MISCELLANEOUS DECISIONS 


Atlantic Coast Line R. R. Co. et al. vs. Com- 
monwealth ex. rel., State Corporation Com- 
mission (Va.); p. 573. 

Atlantic = Line Ry. Co. = Standard Oil 
Co. of N. J. (Fed. Ct.); p. 270. 

Avery et og vs. Interstate Grocery Co. et al. 
(Okla.); p. 755. 

Board of Hudson River Regulating District 
vs. F. J. & G. R. ~. Co. (Fed. Ct.); p. 1239. 

Boston & Albany R. Ce. Va. N. F.C. R. BR. 
Co. et al. (Mass.); ys et al. vs. Same 
(Mass.); Boston & Albany R. R. Co. vs. 
Department of Public Utilities of Com- 
a of Massachusetts (Mass.); p. 

Bromide Crushed Rock Co. vs. Dolese Bros. 
Co. (Okla.); p. 376. 

Burr et al. State Railroad Commissions vs. 
S. A. L. R. R. Co. (Fla.); p. 1069. 

Burr et al. State Railroad Commissions vs. 
A. C. L. R. R. Co. (Fla.); p. 1069. 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Rv. Co. vs. 
Board of Railroad Commissioners (Mont.); 


Pp. 376. 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Ry. Co. vs. 
Central Warehouse Co. (Fed. Ct.); p. 936. 
Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Ry. Co. vs. 
Howe-McCurtain Coal and Coke Co. 

(Okla.); p. 640. 

Columbia Motors Co., The, vs. Ada County 
(Idaho); p. 640. 

Davis, Director General of Railroads, etc., 
vs. “we Operating Co., Inc. (Fed. Ct.); 


D. 

et cena General, vs. Martin (Tex.); 
Dp 

Davis vs. People ex rel, 


Public Utilities 
Commission (Colo.); p. 640. 


Egyptian Transportation System, mae. Vs. 
L. & N. R. R. Co. et al. (Ill.); p. 315 

Garrison Coal Co. vs. Hines, Director Gen- 
eral of Railroads (Okla.); p. 376. 

Gilmer vs. Public Utilities Commission of 
‘Utah et al. (Utah); p. 375. 

Great Western Portland Cement Co. vs. Pub- 
lic Service Commission of Kansas et al. 
(Kansas); p. 640. 

Gulf, Colorado & Santa Fe Ry. Co. vs. Beatty 
Brokerage Co. (Fed. Ct.); p. 811. 

Haselton Co., Sol, vs. Interstate Stage Lines, 
Inc, (N. H.); p. 136. 

Houston & Texas Central R. R. Co. vs. Lee 
— Produce Co. et al. (Fed. Ct.); p. 

Hudson Valley Ry. Co. vs. United Trans- 
portation Co., Inc. (Fed. Ct.); p. 935. 

Illinois Central R. R. Co. et al. vs. Missis- 
— R. R. Commission et al. (Miss.); p. 

(. 

Kinder et al. vs. Looney (Ark.); p. 79. 

Lehigh Valley R. R. Co. vs. United Lead Co. 
CH... 5.33 Dp. 27. 

Louisville & Nashville R. R. Co. vs. A. N. 
Chappell & Co. (Ala.): p. 999. 

McGrew Coal Co. vs. - 
(Mo.); p. 1487. 

Mellon, Director of Railroads, vs. Erb et al. 
(Fed. Ct.); p. 811. 

Minnesota Railroad and Warehouse Commis- 
sion vs. Nor. Pac. Ry. Co. (Minn.); p. 1311. 

New York Central R. R. Co. vs. United 
States (Fed. Ct.); p. 574. 

New York, New Haven & Hartford R. R. Co. 
vs. Salter (Conn.); p. 754. 

New York, Ontario & Western Ry. Co. vs. 
United States (I. C. C., Intervener), (Fed. 
Ct.): p. 2367. 

Norfolk Southern R. R. Co. vs. 
Supply Corp. (Va.); p. 532. 

Northern Kentucky Transportation Co. vs. 
City of Bellevue (Ky.); p. 640 

Purple Truck Garage Co. et’al. vs. Campbell 
et — Public Service Commission (Ore.); 
p. 3 


Roy et al. vs. Illinois Commerce Commis- 
sion ex rel., North Shore Connecting R. R. 
(Ill.); p. 1433. 

St. Louis-San Francisco Ry. Co. vs. Repub- 
lic Box Co. (Fed. Ct.); p. 195. 

Seaboard Air Line Ry. Co. et al. vs. Lee 
et al. (Fed. Ct.); p. 1071. 

Sheffield King Milling Co. vs. C. G. W. R. R. 
Co. (Minn.); p. 1239. 

ee St. 1-8. F. R. BR. Co. Ged. Ct.); 
p. ; 

Standard Oil Co. of Kentucky vs. A. C. L. 
BR. BR... Co. (ed. Ct.); p. Tb. 

Transmarine Corp. vs. D. & H. Co. (Fed. 
Ct.); p. 574. 

United States vs. Spencer Kellogg & Sons, 


Yon, Federal Agent 


Freeman 


Inc. (Fed. Ct.); Same vs. Great Eastern ° 


Elevator Corp. et al. (Fed. Ct.); Same vs. 
-— Elevating Co. et al. (Fed. Ct.); p 
Washington State vs. Washington Tug and 
Barge Co. (Wash.); p. 1367. 
Yonkers R. R. Co. vs. City of Yonkers et al. 
(Fed. Ct.); p. 1070. 


Mississippi-Warrior barge line; pp. 92, 360, 
363, 735, 1130, 1364, 1371, 1444. 

Missouri-Pacific building; p. 1312. 

Mixed claims commission; p. 438. 

— R. L.; reciprocal demurrage; pp. 1121, 
1400. 

— G. F.; more about claim sharks; p. 

Motor vehicle investigation; pp. 11, 137, 263, 
311, 370, 431, 478, 525, 575, 627, 698, 751, 917, 
1001, 1048, 1118, 1241, 1322. 

National Association of Railway and Utility 
Commissioners; pp. 883, 1115, 1185. 

National Industrial Traffic League; pp. 137, 
244, 1082; meeting at New York; pp. 1199, 
1243; p. 1431. 

Nesom, C. H.; control of water rates; p. 272. 

New, Harry S.; annual report; p. 1356. 

New Jersey Traffic League; p. 12714. 

New York Port Authority; pp. 412. 440, 778. 

New York, port of; report on by War Depart- 
ment; p. 582. 

New York shippers’ conference; pp. 626, 939. 

New York State Barge Canal; p. 871. (See 
also rivers, harbors and canals.) 

Norton, T. J.; speech at Denver; p. 297. 

Ocean shipping conferences; pp. . 650, 1196. 

Ocean shipping legislation; p. 90, 

Ocean shipping rates; pp. 40, 88, 3, 205, 274, 
334, 378, 487, 534, 536, 538, 580, 650, 716, 720: 
778, 823, 873, 875, 943, 1015, 1072, 1074, 1248, 
1251, 1319, 1325, 1384, 1437, 1501. 

— shipping services; pp. 144, 379, 720, 780, 
1196. 


Ocean shipping statistics; pp. 40, 92. 144, 206, 
282, 436, 550, 576, 583, 648, 720. 1122, 1129, 
1194, 1195, 1248, 1251, 1319, 1502. 

Operating statistics; pp. 30, 67, 198, 300, 430, 
550, 514, 646, 760, 797, 918, 940, 986, 1189, 
1310. 

Pacific Coast Pilot; p. 826. 

Panama Canal; pp. 144, 206. 288. 438, 490, 532, 
650, 720, 826, "1075, 1195, 1321, 1375, 1440. 

Paper, rates on, etc.; pp. 719, 1332, 1419, 1487. 

Parliamentarism; p. 299. 





—___ 
bs” Vike 

Gen- 
On of 


Pub- 
et al, 


featty 
Lines, 


5 Lee 
3 D. 


rans- 
fissis- 
ws 
d Co. 
a. 
Agent 
Bt. al. 
imis- 
1311. 
nited 
E.. Co, 


. VS. 
(Fed. 


oman 
- VS. 


pbell 
re.); 


imis- 
re... FR. 


pub- 
Lee 
Rt: 
Ct); 
Ee 
Fed. 
sons, 
stern * 
> VS. 
ies 
and 


t al. 


360, 


196. 


248. 
780, 


206, 
129, 


430, 
189, 
932, 
487. 


Passenger fares, pullman charges, etc.; pp. 9, 
Peanuts, rates on; D. 1396. 


Pease, J. L.; status of traffic man; p. 774. 
Petroleum and its products; rates, dte.: ¢€ a 


Pine” lines; p. 
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521, 646, 919, 


69, oy. eh, 793, 100 P355, 467, 434, 430, 563, 
79$, 1000, 1170, 1234, 1254, 1357, 1432" 


Pirie, C. Bs more about claim sharks; p. 1080. 

Plette, I. L.; repeal of section 15a; p. ‘156. 

Port charges; pp. 944, 1196, 1388. 

Port differentials; pp. 780, 985, 1388, 1439. 

Postal services, rates, rulings, legislation, etc.; 

pp. 92, 144, 280, 356, 438, 468, 540, 544, 550, 

B30, 722, 750, 780, 799, 826, 875, 945, 966, 1018, 
1118, 1168, 1251, 1282, 1321, 1340, 1356, 1358, 
1398, 1438, 1440, 1446, 1454, 1495, 1496, 1500, 


Poultry, rates on; p. 1260. 
Procedure in formal cases, modification of; 
as 310, 367, 422, 468, 622, 680, 820, 998, 





PROPOSED REPORTS. 


Acme Brick Co. vs. A. & V. 
16124; p. 257. 

Acme Brick Co. vs. Cent. of Ga. et al.; case 
18052; p. 808. 

Albers Bros. Milling Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. 
et al.; case 17928; p. 1366. 

Albert Silk Coal Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. 
et al.; case 17385; p. 131. 

Alexandria (La.) Chamber of Commerce vs. 
Mo. Pac. et al.; case 17604; p. 24. 

Allaire, Woodward & Co. vs. Santa Fe et al.; 
case 17054; p. 367. 

Allen, William F., & Co. et al. vs. A. C. L. 
and a sub. number thereunder, National 
~~ Ass’n et al. vs. Same; case 17095; 
p. q 

Allen Gravel Co. vs. C. R. I. & P. et al; 
case 16799; p. 807. 

Altitude Petroleum Co. vs. F. W. & D. C. 
et al.; case 16378; p. 130. 

American Book Co. vs. Ann Arbor et al.; 
case 17684; p. 425. 

American Distilling Co. vs. A. C. & Y. et al.; 
case 17329; p. 1056. 

American Door & Manufacturing Co. vs. 
B. & O. et al.; case 18453; p. 994. 

American Grain & Hay Co. et al. vs. Il. 
Cent. et al; case 17366; p. 23. 

American Gypsum Co. vs. N. Y. C.; case 
17952; p. 477. 

American Linseed Co. vs. C. M. & St. P.; 
case 17838; p. 623. 

American Maize Products Co. vs. New York 
Central et al.; case 18071; p. 1236. 

American Preserve Co. vs. Reading et al.; 
case 18142; p. 1306. 

American Sumatra Tobacco Co. et al. vs. 
A. C. L. et al.; case 17702; p. 425. 

—_—s Syrup & Preserving Co. et al. 

& Q. et al.; case 18214; p. 748. 

ania Tar Products Co. et al. vs. A. T. 
& S. F. et al.; case 17170; p. 365. 

American Window Glass Co. = A. T. & 
S. Fe. et al.; case 17287; p. 24. 

Andrews Brothers Co., Ine., et al. vs. 
Pennsylvania; case 17050; p. 129. 

Apache Powder Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; 
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case 18004; p. 1177. 
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p. 1425. 
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Commerce vs. D. L. & W. et al.; case 
17867; p. 745. 
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Louis) et al.; case 17525; p. 994. 
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Commerce vs. N. O. & N. EB. et al.; case 
17654; p. 685. 
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er vs. W. J. & S. et al.; case 17873; 
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Macbeth-Evans Glass Co. vs. Pennsylvania 
et al.; case 17691; p. 862. 

Mackintosh Mines Co. vs. Eureka Nevada 
Ry. et al.; case 17243; p. 24. 
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aw M. J., vs. B. & O. et al.; case 17646; 
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Marget Brothers Co. vs. Ga. R. R. et al.; 
case 17793; p. 685. 
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al. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; case 17767; p. 
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et al. 
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R. R. Co. et al.; case 17472; p. 684. 
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behalf of American Manganese Steel Co. 
vs. Pennsylvania et al.; case 16951; p. 426. 
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behalf of American Stoveboard Co. vs. B. 
& O. Terminal et al.; case 17732; p. 1235. 
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Specialties Mfg. Co. et al. vs. B. & O.; case 
17665; p. 131. 
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Commerce et al. vs. Ann Arbor et al.; case 
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Masson & Sons, Ltd., et al. vs. Pennsylvania 
et al.; case 18131; p. 117 

Melchiarre Trombetta vs. Florida East Coast 
et al.; case 17639; p. 1059. 

Memphis Freight Bureau vs. Ala. Gt. Sou. 
et al.; case 17963; p. 517. 
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Memphis Furniture and Mfg. Co. vs. L. & 
N. et al.; case 17726; p. 259. 
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et al.; case 16786; p. 995. 
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Warehouse Co. vs. Demurrage and Storage 
Bureau, Galveston Bay Lines et al.; case 
17709; p. 1236. 

Meridian (Miss.) Traffic Bureau for Three- 
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O. et al.; case 18015; p. 807. 
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case 17885; p. 808. 
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Midwest Refining Co. vs. Gt. Nor. et al.; case 
18083; p. 865. 
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et al.; case 18049; p. 683. 

Milne Lumber Co. vs. N. Y. C.; case 16880; 
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Milne Lumber Co, vs. N. Y. C. et al.; case 
17552; p. 1306. 

Milne Lumber Co. vs. Southern et al.; case 
18155; p. 994. 

Mississippi Pearl] Button Co. vs. Illinois 
Central et al.; case 15969; p. 864. 
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League et al. vs. M. S. B. & P., W. B. Har- 
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Moline, George, Co. vs. N. Y. C. et al.; case 
17807; p. 1058. 
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et al. vs. Bay Transport Co. et al.; case 
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we FY Paving Brick Co. vs. M. & 
O. et al.; case 17263; p. 367. 

Mutual Creamery Assn. vs. American Ry. 
Express Co.; case 14047; p. 1425. 
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National Association of Upholstered Furni- 
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National F. O. B. Auction Co., Inc., vs. 
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case 
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Tex. et al. 

Oklahoma Traffic Association et al. vs. Santa 
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S. F. et al.; case a 66. 
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YY. C. & St. i. 


et al.; case 17670; p. 182. 

Parver, Jacob, vs. Sou. Pac. et al.; case 
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Peaslee-Gaulbert Co. vs. C. & A. et al.; 
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case 17944; & 867. 
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16485 (sub No. 2); p. 

Pensacola Gas Co. et > gt L. & N. et al.; 


case 17887; p. 865 and a sub-number, Cary 
N.Y. 
| oe 


& Co. vs. L. & N. et al. 
i. Harry C., Co. et “en vs. 
& H. et al.; case 17775; 807. 
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& S. No. 2662; p. 929. 
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et al.; case 17467; p. 746. 
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as Phoenix Desk & Chair Co. vs. Sou. Pac. 
et al.; - 17376; & 132. 
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case 17272: p. 993. 

Public Service Co. vs. Santa Fe et al.; 
17834; p. 865. 
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parlor cars; case 14785; p. 364; also case 


11567. 


Pure Oil Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; 


case 17252; p. 258. 


Pure Of] Co. va. C., R. I. & P. et al.; 
18286; p. 995. 


Quinton Spelter Co. vs. Ft. S. & W. et al; 


case 18065; p. 1305 
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Reeb, Earl L., vs. B. & O. et al.; case 18227; 
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Standard Oil Co. of Ind. vs. A. T. & S. F. 
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Standard Pon Co. of La. vs. C. R. I. & P. 
et al.; case 17537; p. 1176. 

Standard Pipe Line Co. vs. Tex. & Pac. 
et al.; case 18346; p. 1058. 

Stanley, H. F., Lumber Co. vs. A. & V. 
et al.; case 18254; p. 1236. 

Star Company vs. N. Y. C. et al.; 
18348; p. 865. 

Strable Lumber & Salt Co. vs. Canadian 
National et al.; case 18107; p. 1177. 

Strauss & Adler, Inc., vs. N. Y. C. et al.; 
case 17669; p. "861. 

Sunbury Converting Works vs. D. L. & W.; 

case 17884; p. 261 


Sunbury Converting Works vs. Pennsyl- 
vania; case 17988; p. 367. 

Sun Oil Co. vs. La. West. et al; case 
17948; p. 867. 

Sun Oil Co. vs. Mo.-Pac.-Tex. et al.; case 
17571; p. 864. 


Sun Oil Co. vs. Pennsylvania et al.; case 
17810; p. 1055; and a sub-number. 
‘Atlantic Refining Co. vs. Pennsylvania 

’ et al.; case 17301; p. 1055. 
Sweet Brothers vs.’ Nor. Pac. et al.; case 


Reeves Coal & Sow Co., E. M. McDon- 18249; p. 865. 
ald, receiver. L. & N. et al.; case ee & Co. vs. G. & F. et al.; case 17551; 
17940; p. 746. 744, 

Restrictions, - Taub, Louis, Inc., et al. vs. Lehigh Valley; 


continental traffic via S. L. & U.; I 
2458; p. 623. 


Restrictions in routing via S. L. & U. R. 
R. on westbound transcontinental traffic; 


I. & S. 2711; p. 623 


Riegel Sack Co. vs. Cent. R. R. of N. J. 


.et al.; case 17408; p. 426. 


Riegel Sack Co. vs. Cent. R. R. of N. J. 


et al.; case 17674; p. 260. 


River Raisin Paper Co. vs. C. B. & Q. et 


al.; case 17822; p. 426. 
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case 18044; p. 1424. 

Taunton New Bedford Copper Co. vs. 

Y., N. H. & H. et al.; case 17259; p. 7, 

Taylor-Atkins Paper Co. vs. N. Exe Ctx 
& H. et al.; case 18084; p. 863. 

Tennessee Extract Corp. et al. vs. L. & N. 
et al.; case 17406; p. 864; and sub-num- 
bers. 

Tennessee Furniture Corp. vs. B. & O. Chi- 
cago Terminal et al.; case inoes: p. 994. 

Texas Co. vs. C. B. & Q. et al.; case 17783; 


.. wee 
Totem, Oil & Refining Co. vs. C. R. I. 


Roberts Cotton Oil Mills, Inc., et al. vs. & G. et al.; case 17459; p. 683. 
Butler County R. R. et al.; case 18465; Tex-Mex-Jobbing House vs. Lehigh Valley 
p. 1482. et al.; case 18123; p. 1483. 

Rodgers-Wade Furniture Co. vs. A. C. & Thames, J. R., vs. Southern et al.; case 


Y. et al.; case 18075; p. 1306. 
Root Glass Co. vs. E. I. & T. 
case 17744; p. 863. 


al.; case 13365; p. 261. 
Ross, George, vs. Mo. Pac.; 


numbers thereunder. 
Salt, rates and minimum weights on, withi 
the State of Ohio; case 17536; p. 808. 


Sandusky Cement Co. vs. Pennsylvania et 


al.; case 18144; p. 865. 


Sanzone-Palmisand Co. vs. L. & N. et al.; 


case 17782; p. 808 

Sar-A-Lee Co. vs. A. C. & Y. et al.; 
17736; p. 476. 

Schreirer, E. 
General, as agent; case 18180; p. 519. 

Schulderberg, William-T. J. 
B. & O. et al.; case 17933; p. 1176. 


Seaboard Rice Milling Co. vs. A. T. & S. 


Fe et al.; case 17456; p. 24 


ber ty ee Construction Co. vs. 
& St. P. et al.; case 17973; p. 260. 


— (Ala.) Chamber of Commerce vs. 


S. et al.; case 13857; p. 24. 


Sewall Paint & Glass co. va... C.. Cc. & Bt. 


L. et al.; case 17754; p. 1178. 


ete vs. Sou. Pac. et al.; case 17955; 
D. a 
Sheaffer & Marvel vs. B. & O. et al.; case 


17676; p. 426. 
Shelton Gasoline Corp: va. W._¥., RB. 
Ft. W. et al.; case .17476; p. 746. 

Shelvin-Hixon Co. vs. 


& Navigation Co. et al.; case 18425; 
1305. 


Sinclair “2 Oil Purchasing Co. vs. A. 
T&S. 


F. et al.; case 17129; p. 189. 
Sinclair Crude Oil Purchasing Co. vs. 
B. & Q. et al.; case 16103; p. 808. 
Sinclair Oil & Gas ay m= & & ££. 
et al.; case 17435; p. £77. 


Sinclair Refining Go! “vs. Santa Fe et al.; 

R. R. Co. 
vs. B. & O. et al; 
Smolin & Gumbiner vs. Pennsylvania; case 


case 17907; p. 1058. 
Skelly Oil Co. vs. Mo.-Kan.-Tex. 
et al.; case 17592; p. 865. 
Smith Brothers, Inc., 
case 17189; p. 1178. 


17895; p. 261. 


Sofranscy, H., Co., vs. Reading Co.; case 
18544; p. 1178. 
Southeastern Sugar Investigation; case 
13569; p. 1306. 


Southern Cotton Oil Co. va A. C. LB. EH. 
from points on ‘the Atlantic Coast Line 


in South Carolina to Savannah, Ga. 
Southland Cotton Oil Co. et al. vs. A. & 

et al.; case 15501; p. 864. 
Speir, George c, & Co., Inc., 

A. '& W. P. et’ al.; case 18087; p. 866. 


Spencer, W. M., Co. vs. Santa Fe et al.; 


case 17871; p. 425. 
Spreckels Savage Tire Co. vs. A. T. & 
F. et al.: case 15710; p. 685. 
Standard Nut & Bolt Co. vs. N. Y., N. 
& H. et al.; case 17804; p. 930. 


H. et al.; 
Roquemore Gravel Co. vs. A. & W. P. et 
case 16024; 


Dp. " 
Russellville Compress Co. vs. G. M. & N. 
et al.; case 15922; p. 260; and two sub- 


case 
H., Lumber Co. vs. Director 


Kurdle Co. vs. 


Cc. M. 


Ore.-Wash. R. R. 


et al. vs. 


17897; p. 866. 

Thomas Traffic Co. vs. L. A. & S. L.; case 
17598; p. 807. 

Thomas Traffic Co. vs. Pacific Electric Ry. 
Co. et al.; case 17846; p. 684. 

Three Forks Portland Cement Co. vs. C. 
B. & Q. et al.; case 16586; p. 1173. 

Tilford-Hunt Lumber Co. vs. Houston East 
& West Texas et al.; case 18156; p. = 


Toberman Mackey Co. vs. C. B. & Q.; case 
18342; p. 930. 


Tomkins-Summer Co. vs. Santa Fe et al.; 
case 18011; p. 367. 


Tomkins-Summer Co. vs. 
et al.; case 17769; p. 367. 


ee Oil Co. vs. Cent. R. R. 
Co. of N. J. et al.; case 17934; p. 859. 


Troxel Manufacturing Co. vs. B. & O. et 
al.; case 17600; p. 425. 


Tulsa Traffic Association et al. vs. A. T. & 
s. 


n 


Cc. M. & St. P. 


F, et al.; case 16921; p. 867. 
Tunnel, F. W., &. Co. vs. Pennsylvania 
et al; case 17967; p. 519. 


Turner-Altus Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. 
et al.; case 17166; p. 425. 

Turner’ Lumber & Investment Co. vs. C. 

& N. W.; case 18541; p. 1483. 

Tier Tube & Pipe Co. vs. B. & O.; case 
17889; p. 866. 

Union Gas & & Electric Co. vs. C. & O., 
17791; p. 1425. 

Union Smelting & Refining Co. et al. vs. 
Cent of N. J. et al.; case 15224; p. 1171. 

United Paperboard Co., Inc., vs. ’B. & A. 
et al.; case 18135; p. 808. 

United *Paperboard Co., Inc., vs. G & J. 
et al.; case 13472; p. 132. 

U. S. Beddin ne Co. vs. Santa Fe et al.; case 
17962; p. 476 

United States Can Co. vs. A. & V. et al.; 
case 17083; p. 517. 


case 





& 


p. 


United States Potters’ Assn. et al. vs. A. 
Cc. Cc. & Y. et al.; case 18058; p. 993. 

United States Potters’ Assn, et al. vs. A. 
G. Cc. & Y. et al.; case 18064; p. 1058. 

United Zinc Smelting Corp. vs. Pennsyl- 


vania et al.; 
Usher Brothers vs. 
17761; p. 520. 
Valerius, M. M., Oil & Gas Co. vs. St. L.- 
S. F. et al.; case 18096; p. 744. 
Van Dyke Motor Co. vs. Mo. Pac. et al.; 
case 18057; p- tive. * 

Vera Chemical Co. of Canada, Ltd., vs. 
Ala. Cent. et al.; case 15381; p. 366. 
Virginia Corporation Commission vs. A. & 

R. et al.; case 16321; p. 257. 


Virginia Gasoline & Oil Co. vs. B. & O. et 
al.; case 17894; p. 863. 


Virginia Pig Iron Assn. vs. C. & O. et al.; 


case 17880; p. 684. 
’& O. et al; case 


Vv. case 18009; p. 993 
Wall Rope Works vs. Pennsylvania; case 
17917; p. Bg 
Walrath Sherwood Lumber Co. vs. C. 
& N. we et al.; case 17997; p. 1177. 
Ss. Ward Baking Co. vs. B. & M. et al.; case 
17904; p. 366. 
H. Ward, Montgomery, & Co., et al.; case 


17615; p. 1058. 
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Wausau Southern Lumber Co. vs. A. G. 
S. et al.; case 17224; p. 860; and as- 
sociate cases. 

West End Chemical Co. vs. L. A. & S. L.; 
case 18053; p. 994. 

West Virginia 7 Hw vs. C. & O. et al.; 
case 17426; my 

Western Cartr By So. va CK. 8B. & @.3 
case 18122; p. 520. 

Western Newspaper Union vs. Director- 
General,,as agent, A. & St. L. et al.; 
case 12101; p. 745. 

West Texas Utilities Co. vs. Mich. Cent. 
et al.; case 18190; p. 1178. 

White Eagle Oil & Refining Co. vs. A. T. 
& S. F. et al.; case 17929; p. 807. 

White Eagle Oil & Refining Co. vs. D. & 
R. G. W. et al.; case 18113; p. 426. 

White Star Refining Co. vs. Tilinois Term- 
inal et al.; case 18192; p. 685. 

wae’ 8s, John A., Sons., et al. vs. 
4 Y., N. H. & H. et al.; case 17524; p. 


Wichita (Kans.) Chamber of Commerce et 
al. vs. Santa Fe et al.; case 17627; p. 864. 

Williamson-Halsell-Frazier Co. vs. C. R. I. 
& P. et al.; case 17685; p. 24. 

Windsor Broom Co. vs. Cent. R. R. Co. of 
N. J. et al.; case 17610; p. 944. 

Woodward Auto Co. vs. C. M. & St. P. et 
al.; case 18430; p. 1178. 

Wrought Washer Manufacturing Co. vs. 
Pere Marquette et al.; case 17640; p. 1055. 

Wille, Dan, & Co., Inc., et al. vs. S. P. & 
S. et al.; case 17621; p. 864. 

Wyoming Public Service Commission vs. B. 
& O. et al.; case 18360; p. 1425. 


Pulpwood, rates on; p. 1192. 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 


Abandonment of right of way by railroad; 


p. 784. 

Allowance; drayage; p. 162. 

Bills of lading: alteration of; p. 106. 

Bills of lading; delivery by carrier upon 
bill of containing forged indorsement of, 
notify party; p. 164. 

Bills of lading; indorsement by order, notify 
party; p. 588. 

Bills of lading; order notify: p. 1218. 

Car detention charges; p. 1520. 

Cars; duty of carrier to furnish; p. 1262. 

— evidence in support of; p. 

Classification rules; rule 29 as applied to 
articles which, on account of length, re- 
quire two open cars; p. 390. 

Combination rates; commodity rate factor 
takes preference over class rate factor 
applying between same points; p. 902. 

Combination rates: one of the tariffs carrv- 


ing the rule, while the other does not; 
p. 958. 


Conflicting rates in separate tariffs; older 
applies; p. 392. 

Conversion; liability of carrier; p. 1336. 

Conversion; what constitutes: pp. 1406, 1462. 

Cummins Amendment; application of, to 
shipments moving from points to points 
in the United States; p. 46. 


Demeaee goods; refused by consignee; p. 
Damages; deduction of cash discount; p. 


Damages; delay in delivery; p. 1262. 

ee: delay; incidental expenses; p. 

Damages; delay; measure of; pp. 704, 898. 

Damages; delay; speculative or uncertain 
profits; p. 898. 

Damages; freight charges on damaged por- 
tion of shipment; p. 

Damages from delay due to violation of 
interstate commerce act; p. 8. 

Damages; measure of; pp. 214, 842, 900, 
1030. 1088. 


Damages; measure of: charges on dupli- 
cate shipments; p. 1088. 

—— measure of; conversion of coal; 
Pp. . 


Damages; measure of; difference between 
freight charges over rail route and water 
route; p. 448. 

Damages; measure of; released valuation; 
p. 1146. 

Damages; measure of; retail vs. wholesale 
market value; p. 214. 

Damages; measure of; shipment by water 
carriers; pp. 390, 900. 

Damages; measure of, where part of re- 
leased value shipment is lost or damaged; 
pp. 450, 1406. 

Damages; telegraph charges; p. 664. 

Delay; liability of carrier; p. 838. 

Delay; liability of carrier where shipment 
delayed account of clearness; p. 388. 

Delay; proof of; p. 44. 











Delivery by carrier; receipt of goods by 
drayman; p. 1218. 

Delivery by carrier; what constitutes; p. 
1266, 1514. 

Delivery by and to carrier; what consti- 
tutes; p. 1268. 

Demurrage; average agreement; cars held 
to partly unload; p. 1028. 

Demurrage; computing time; p. 702. 

Demurrage; embargoes; p. 1218. 

Demurrage; error in statement of car num- 
ber in bill of lading; p. 50. 

Demurrage; private. cars awaiting disposi- 
tion pe ten Dp. 8. 

Demurrage; tidewater or lake ports; p. 1150. 

Duty of owner to prevent or reduce dam- 
age; p. 46. 

Equipment; furnishing of; p. 900 . 

Forwarding agents; liability of, for charges 
in excess of rail rates via direct routes; 
p. 1516. 

Forwarding agents; status of; p. 898. 

Freight charges; demurrage; liability of 
consignor; p. 44. 

Freight charges; liability of commission 
merchant; p. 664. 

Freight charges; liability of consignee; pp. 
392, 1148, 1512. 

Freight charges; liability of consignor; pp. 
276, 1518. 

Freight charges; liability of shipper sign- 
ing stipulation requiring collection at time 
of delivery where consignee refuses goods 
or where under-charge is uncollectable 
from consignee; pp. 586, 840, 1032. 

Freight charges, liability of shipper when 
bill of lading reads ‘freight charges pay- 
able;’’ shipment lost or not lost; p. 1028. 

Freight charges; liability of transit house 
acting as carrier’s agent for freight 
charges on shipment consigned to its 
care; p. 1406 

Freight charges; liability for; pp. 220, 902. 

Freight charges; recovery of prepaid charges 
on insured shipment; p. 

Freight charges; sale of goods for; p. 218. 

Freight charges; sale of goods for; liability 
of shipper for amount due in excess of 
proceeds of sale; p. 196. 

Freight shipped subject or not subject to 
uniform bill of lading; p. 664. 

Leases by carriers to shippers; 
relating to routing traffic; p. 

Liability; carrier, for loss of grain from 
clear record cars; p. 278. 

Liability; carrier, permitting unauthorized 
inspection of goods; p. 392. 

Liability; carrier; stopping in transit to 
partly unload; p. 326. 

Liability; goods improperly packed or loaded 
by shipper: p. 48. 

Liability of barge line; p. 1262. 

= of carrier as warehouseman; p. 

Liability of carrier; carriage of live stock; 


provision 


p. 4 

Liability of carrier by water for goods im- 
properly packed; p. 592. 

Liability of carrier for concealed loss or 
damage; p. 1086. 

Liability of carrier for error in billing 
order-notify shipment to non-agency sta- 
tion as open shipment; pp. 1146, 1338. 


Liability of carrier for freezing perishable 
goods; pp. 548, 702. 

Liability of carrier for injury to L. C. L. 
shipment accepted for delivery at non- 
agency station contrary to tariff provi- 
sion; p. 1340. 

Liability of carrier for issuance of bill of 
lading prior to receipt of goods; p. 1088. 
Liability of carrier for loss of coal; p. 708. 
Liability of carrier for loss of fixtures from 
cattle car; p. 592. 
Liability of carrier 

service; p. 1516 

Liability = earrier where goods improperly 
packed; 

ar of common carrier and innkeeper; 
Pp 


Liability of telegraph where message con- 
tains offer; p. 278. 

Limitation governing action for amount re- 
funded as overcharge; p. 

Limitation of actions; p. 104. 

Limitations; misrouting; p. 1336. 

Limitations; recovery; amount of claim for 
delay erroneously paid to shipper; p. 708. 

a recovery of charge by carrier; 

Limitations; revival of action by carrier in- 
stituting suit for undercharge; p. 

Loss or damage; proof of; pp. 50, 1518. 

Misrouting; initial carrier not required to 
use third intervening carrier where its 
line in connection with carrier specified 
by shipper forms complete route; p. 954. 

Misrouting; liability of delivery carrier for 
interest on amounts withheld from con- 
nections on shipments; p. 704. 

Mixed carloads; rule 10, section 2, consoli- 
dated classification not applicable to 
commodity rates; pp. 840, 1030. 

Notice of arrival; condition precedent to 
change in status of carrier from common 
carrier to warehouseman; p. 216. 

Notice of arrival; perishable goods; p. 1266. 

Notice of claim; pp. 592, 1462. 


includes lighterage 








Notice of claim; concealed loss or damage; 


DP. a . 

Notice - claim; exception in bill of lading; 
p. 1518. 

Notice of claim; prepaid shipments; p. 1340. 

Notice be claim; rail and water shipments; 
p. 1404. 

Notice of claim; what constitutes; p. 330. 

Notification of arrival; posting in U. S. mail 
sufficient: p. 390. 

Order notify shipments; p. 1262. 

— complaint for recovery of; p. 


Overcharges; joint and several, liability of 
carriers; p. 

Overloaded cars; ‘demurrage and reconsign- 
ing charges assessed account refusal of 
car by connecting line; pp. 328, 708. 

Overloaded cars; sale by carrier of over- 
load; p. 1032. 

Perishables; heater car service on L. C. L. 
shipments; p. 1264 

Perishables; refrigeration or heater car 
service on L. C. L. shipments; p. 594. 

Private vs. public stock yards; p. 1518. 

Rates; basis for; p. 546. 

Rates; basis for establishment of rail and 
water; p. 702. 

Rates; combination; 
factors: p. 954. 

Rates; not applicable until published and 
filed with commission, even’ though 
ordered into effect at earlier date; p. 388. 

Rates; refined vs. fuel oil; p. 1460. 

Reconsignment; p. 450. 


Reconsignment and protection of through 
rates over circuitous routes of express 
companies; p. 956. 


state vs. interstate 


Reconsignment; application of rule 5 of 
reconsigning tariff; p. 106 

Reconsignment; back or out-of-line haul; 
p. 1261. 


en of L. C. L. shipments; p. 


Reconsignment; liability of carrier for fail- 
ure to reconsign where no tariff provi- 
sion therefor; p. 46. 

Reconsignment vs. reshipment; pp. 280, 
590, 1262. 

Reconsignment, right of consignee to divert 
or stop transit shipment moving on 
straight bill of lading; p. 1514. 

Reconsignment; right of consignor to di- 
—. shipment on straight bill of lading; 
p. 52. 

Reconsignment; stop in transit L. C. L. 
shipment; p. 502 

ee 
106. 

Refrigeration; delay of iced cars at load- 
ing station; cost of ice furnished; p. 1090. 

Refrigeration; re-icing cars held at desti- 
nation over Sunday; p. 326. 

Refrigeration service; delay to iced cars at 
loading stations; cost of ice furnished; pp. 
958, 1150. 

Reparation; application of rule 3 (g) of 
commission’s rule of practice; p. 594. 

—— long and short haul violation; 
p. 4 

Reparation; party entitled to; p. 452. 

a subsequently established rate; 
pp. . \ 

Reparation; voluntary reduction of rate as 
basis for: p. 392. 

Routing and misrouting; pp. 162, 278, 446, 
1090, 1460, 1518. 

Routing and misrouting; agency station on 
one carrier and non-agency station on 
other carrier; p. 590. 

Routing and misrouting; all-rail vs.- rail 
and water; p. 

Routing and misrouting; application of con- 
ference ruling No. 474 (c); p. 44. 

Routing and misrouting; carrier not re- 
quired to turn a shipment over to com- 
peting line; p. 50. 


Routing and misrouting; combination rate 
vs. joint through rate in connection with 
shipments as to which the carriers but 
not the junctions are specified in the bill 
of lading; p. 164 

Routing and misrouting; conflict between 
rate and route specified by shipper in bill 
of lading; p. 1336. 

Routing and misrouting; joint rate vs. 
combination rate; p. 

Routing and misrouting; liability of carrier 
for failure to complete’ transportation 
service undertaken; p. 1086. 

Routing and misrouting; ratification of 
carrier’s routing; p. 106. 

Routing and misrouting; shipper’s routing 
incomplete; p. 162. 

Routing and misrouting; signature of ship- 
per; p. 784. 

Routing and misrouting; switch delivery vs. 
road haul for terminal carrier; p. 590. 

Sale of perishable goods by carrier; p. 588. 

Sales; cost of dunnage; party liable where 
goods sold F. O. B. origin; p. 782. 

Sales; duty of seller to forward shipment 
by least expensive route; p. 588. 

ee: description of articles for; p. 


stopping in transit;  p. 


Shipment; loading duty of carrier where im- 
properly loaded; p. 500. 
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p. 1069. 
Ariadne Irene, The (Fed. Ct.); p. 80. 
et al. vs. United 


Transit privileges; application of; p. 102. 
Transit stopping; pp. 164, 
—o and reweighing; washed coal; 


Weights and weighing; pp. 46, 326. 


Shipment; sa fly by carrier; liability for Aquitaria, The (Fed. Ct.); 
expense thereo 

Arkell & Douglas, a 
carioad vs. States (Fed. Ct.); p. 755. 
Asuarca, The a Ct): Be. 


Balban Lobo & C 


less-than-carload; 


ecarload vs. less-than-carload; 





573. 
Ss. A. = United States 
Blank, Frederick, & Co. vs. United States 
vs. United Fruit 


po cond against shipments; p. 590. 
Shipments; egg inspection; p. 1086. 
; loading and packing; p. 1030. 
Shipments; order notify; p. 1336. 
return of order after refusal 
aestinediben: : 


(Fed. Ct.); p. 1069. 


(Fed. Ct:); p. 641. 
Bonura, John, & Co., 
Co. (La.); p. 1487. 





Railroad administration; p. 486. 
Railway _— Association; pp. 818, 1062, 


Brennan Packing Co. vs. Cosmopolitan Ship- 


State vs. Interstate Traffic; 


Storage charges; conversion of shipment by ping Co. et al. (Ill.); p. 1433. 


Broderick & Bascom Rope: yee Lucken- 
" p. 640. 

Bullard, The Addison E. (Fed. Ct.); p. 28 
Cabo Villano, The (Fed. Ct.); p. 1433. 
Eastern S. S. Lines 


vs. ‘Cottman Co. (Fed. Ct.); 


Railway we material, rates on; p. 226. 

Rate investigation, general, under Hoch-Smith 
resolution and application of western rail- 

123, 158, 178, 243, 
571, 617, 679, 1338. 

Regional ‘Advisory Boards; meetings, etc.; pp. 
44, 94, 160, 196, 244, 333, 540, 570, 604, 660, 
722, 758, 759, 760, 818, 836, 880, 962, 1080, 
1084, 1327, 1364, 1366, 1398, 1448, 1500. 


carrier; p. 594. 

Storage resulting from 
observe rule 7 of classification; 

Tariff interpretation; pp. 162, 328, 330, 448, 
784, 1028, 1030, 1262, 1462, 1520. 

Tariff interpretation; absorption of switch- 
ing charge by line haul carrier has the 
effect of establishing a joint rate in so far 
as the shipper is concerned; pp. 962, 1264. 


carrier’s failure to . Co. (Wash); 
324, 355, 514, 
. Camden Woolen Co. vs. 
(Fed. Ct.); p. 375 
Causey et al. 


Chandler Motor Car Co. vs. United Fruit Co. 


Rivers and harbors Congress (see Rivers, har- 


Tariff interpretation; alternative application bors and canals). 


of rates; p. 1028. 


(N. ; > 4 
Churchill Line vs. “= Naval Stores Supply 


motor vehicle regulation; Co. (Fed. Ct.); p 


Tariff interpretation; application of classi- Dexter & Carpenter Co., 





Ine., vs. United 


Elmac, The (Fed. Ct.); p. 1069. 
= Elevator Co. vs. Same (Fed. Ct.); p. 


fication exceptions; p. 104. 
Tariff interpretation, 
nation rule; pp. 328, 
Tariff apace iggy 4 
modity rate; p. 
Tariff interpretation; application of rule 5 


12. 
ininweatiens pp. 196, 248, 369, 496, 62, 853. 


application of combi- States (Fed. Ct.); p 


894, 1048, 1140, 1369, 1448, 1450. 
Revenue statistics; pp. 166, 377, 878. 
=; ‘the International Institute; 


50. 

application of com- 

Ridley, Floyd 
. 20 


Grace, W. R., “" * vs. Panama R. R. Co. 


(b) tariff circular 18-A—Routing instruc- 


(Fed. Ct.): -3 
tions given by carrier complete and not 


“harbors and canals; 


w. Toya Kisen Ka- 
bushiki Kaiche” (Fed. Ct.); p. 270. 
Hall, Marshall, Grain Co. vs. United States 
Board Emergency Fleet Corp (Fed. Ct.); 


146, 482, 544, 722, 797, 
830, 855, 872, 947, 1018, 1247, 1248, 1371, 1372, 
1375, 1417, 1420, 1504. 

; preserving the short line; p. 


include line over station the lowest com- ports, etc.; pp. 144, 


bination makes; p. 1336. 
Tariff interpretation; application of rule 10 
of classification; p. 
interpretation; 
77; point on branch line; p. 546. 


wt 


application of rule | g¢.Touis transfer practices; p. 


a ae ¥ Moller Co., Inc., vs. 452, 413 Feet 
B. M. of Lumber (Fed. Ct.); p. 935. 

King vs, a (Fed. Ct.); p. 1138. 

C., Leather Co. vs. Compagnie 

Generale Sashetentind (Fed. Ct.); p. 79. 

Lawrence Leather Co. vs. Norton, Lilly & 


Salt, rates on, etc.; 9 

Sand and gravel; rates, oo ; pp. 164, 226, 856, 
870, 1216, 1260. 

Sargeant, F. W.; views on transportation; p. 
985; on waterways; p. 1247. 

Seamen's Law; p. 874. 

Section 15a (see, also, Excess earnings); pp. 


interpretation; application of rules 
12 and 20 of classification; p. 214. 

Tariff interpretation; application of switch- 

ing charges; p. 1462. 

i interpretation; 


application of tran- 
sit privilege; pp. 104, 330, 840. 


Co. (Fed. Ct.); p., 1487. 


. Lines, Inc. (Fed. 
Walker-Smith Co. 


: in, OR (Fed. Ct.), p. 1069. 
Natal-Dampskibs Aktieselsk ores vs. W. 
R. Grace & Co. (Fed. Ct.); p. 4°: 
Neponset Cases, The (Fed. Ct.); 811. 
Netherlands American Steam Navigation Co. 
315. 


Leveille vs. a Ss. 


interpretation; 19 
Mallory 's. g. Co. 


articles too long or 
bulky to be loaded through side door 
without use of end door or window in 
closed car; p. 1088. 
Tariff interpretation; 
tion vs. commodity rate; pp. 50, 
interpretation; 
application of rule 5; p. 
interpretation; 
packages or pieces subject to minimum 
charge L. C. L., per rule 12, section 4 


83, 750, 1169, 1373, 1418. 

Section 206F; construction of; p. 1431. 

Securities; petitions for permission to er 
finance applications and decisions, etc.; pp. 
20, 22, 24, 74, 128, 154, 190, 194, 208, 242, oot, 
262, 314, 354, 427, 473, 500, 
622, 682, 750, 809, 870, 928, 934, 997, 1054, 
1113, 1169, 1184, 1234, 1296, 1310, 1363, 1422, 


mee gg excep- 


~ Rh. 2h. “rules; 516, 524, 570, 


classification 





vs. Wagner (Fed. Ct.); p. 


Seiler, Vincent; 
1834, 


liquor and the railroads; p. 





New York & Cuba Mail S. S. Co. et al vs. 
Lamborn et al. (Fed. Ct.); p. 755. 


classification; pp. 102, 328, 546. 


interpretation; 
pp. 216, 1032, 1336, 1338. 


Shade cloth; rates on; p. 1258. 


combination O’Boyle et al. 


Pennsylvania R. R. Co. 
1069. 


et al. (Fed. Ct.); p. 





Orvig’s Dampskibselskab Aktieselskab vs. 
Munson §S. S. Line (Fed. Ct.); p. 1487. 


Tariff interpretation; commodity rate to be 
read in light of governing classification; 














Pan-American Hide Co., Inc., 


SHIPPING BOARD, THE U. S. 


Tariff interpretation; compliance with tariff 





vs. Nippen 


a (Kabushiki) Kaisha (Fed. Ct.); p 


provisions by shipper; 
Tariff interpretation; 


Appropriations; pp. 1016, 1032, 1375. 
Bureau of information review; p. 143 


concurrence in guide 


rn Thomas G., Co. vs. Same (Fed. Ct.); 


books; p. 700 
Tariff interpretation; 


8. 
—— of services; pp. 42, 205, 379, 





conflicting rates; 


Roosevelt, The Theodore (Fed. Ct.); p. 270. 
Mi, Se, VE. . Ze 


Schoonmaker-Conners C 


Construction loans; 139. 
in R. R. Co. (Fed. Ct.); p. 136. 


Contract claims; p. 143. 
Contract rate hearing; 


782, 954, 1264, 1460, 1462. 
= courts vs. commission; 


Seminole Lumber & Export Co. vs. Bronx 
28 


Conversion and reconditioning ‘of vessels; pp. 


Barge Cor Fed. 
288, 1016, 1074, 1196, 1321. 1 Ay 


interpretation; definition of term 


South American Metal Co. vs. Kjoge et al. 


“Structural Iron;’’ pp. 104, 
interpretation; S 
where road is discontinued but tariff not 


Deck boys; p. 1383. 


(Fed. Ct. 270. 
Fleet Corporation; 23D. 


87, 205, 490, 492, 533, 


583, 650, 855, 875, 365, 946, 1232, 1237, 1248. 


Taisho Kaiun Kabushiki — vs. Gano 


Moore Co. (Fed. Ct.); p 





German rate practices, inquiry into; pp. 38, 


Texas Maru, The (Fed. diy: p. 755. 


Tariff ieteceeetaban: equalization of loaded 


and empty mileage on private cars; Tompkins, The (Fed. wey’ 


Grain trade, ships for; pp. 38, 92. Toyasha Maru, The (F 


q Hawaiian ports report; p. 3 
Tariff interpretation; extent to which com- 


55. 
Ct. >: p. S21. 


United States vs. Dexter & Carpenter Co., 


Liquor on vessels; p. 274 


Marriage powers of ship masters; p. 179. Inc. (Red. Ct.); p 


modity rates governed by classification United States vs. 


packing requirements; p. 898. 


ber Rico Fruit Union 


Merchant marine; pp. 40, 88, 143, 533, 720, : 
823, 824, 873, 944, 1073, 1074, 1122, 1192, 1193, (Fed. Ct.); p. 581 


interpretation; follow-lot shipment; 


United a vs. Robins Dry Dock & Re- 
, and three other cases (Fed. 


1249, 1254, 1320, 1504. 


Tariff interpretation; O’Connor, Chairman, 


intermediate rule; . V.; speech in Lon- 
7 - 652; address before Propeller Club; 


Tariff interpretation; lower rate at more 


"states anagtes Board Emergency 
as Bros. & Co. 


distant point with transit at intermediate 
points does not constitute overcharge or 
unreasonableness 


oil a of navigable waters; 
Personnel appointments, etc.; pp. 1, 139, 205, 


prima facie 284, 492, 873, 1308, 1504. 


pod. Shipping Board Emergency 
Star Flour Mills 


: & ¥- 
States Shipping Board Emergency 
Corp. vs. Turner et al (Fed. Ct.); 


against carrier as to shipment consigned 
to intermediate points; p. 388. 
Tariff ee minimum weight; pp. 


Policies and plans; pp. 823, 1123. 
Preferential passenger fares: pp. 92, 334. 
Rate conference hearing; p. 1123. 

Rate inquiries; pp. 142, 369. 

Sale of ships and services; pp. 87, 142, 144, 
334, 377, 378, 438, 490, 533, 581, Ste 718, 
778, 874. 875, 1127, 1129, 1195, 
1437, 1440, 1504. 

Stevedoring contracts; p. 1388 

Subsidy for U. S. ships; pp. 488, 1321. 

Training school ship; p. 1130. 

Wages of marine workers; p. 40. 


interpretation; minimum’ weights; 
duty of carrier to establish that which can 


La loaded into size of car furnished; p. 


United Transportation Co. 
White Coal Mining Co. 
= vs. Henry Steers, 


ne. (Fed. 
Tariff interpretation; 


under rule 77; p. 1150 
Tariff interpretation; 


publication of rates 


rates applicable re- 
gardless of lack of concurrence of neces- 
sary participating carrier; p 

Tariff interpretation; 
450, 954, 1460. 

Tariff interpretation; 


oo rates; 











vs. Berwind- 
Fed. Ct.); p. 573. 
3 De 






























Short line railroads; pp. 836, 1369, 1418, 1428, 
(See, also, American Short Line 


return rate on ex- 





hibits; p. 108. 
= interpretation; rule 10; 





Railroad Association.) 


is Pp. 
are ave DP Signal statistics; p. 1062 


Shipbuilding; pp. 336, 945, 1074. 
Ship construction claims; p. 826. 


Tariff interpretation; shipper’s = to 


Sligo rule cases; pp. 179 +i, 503, 1431. 





Soap, rates on, ete.; : 





comply with tariff provision; p. 


7 
Southern class sabes pp. 31, 70, 121, 180, 572, 





Tariff - ‘renee suspension o Toutes 
114 





722, 738, 812, 870. 
Southern Traffic League; p 











Tarift interpretation; two-for-one rule; 


660 
Southwestern rates; pp. Rat, 1113, 1368. 
E.; death of; p. 299. 


SHIPPING DECISIONS 


two-ply vs. three-ply Spangler, D. 
combination rates in absence of joint 


through rate; p. 
964. 


Tariff interpretation; 


Steel band bracing; Dp. 819. 
Stolen goods, a OTE BTS. of; p. 1456. 


Abbott vs. Tompki 
Alabama, The ( 


Amiro vs. Gdae (Mass): 'p. 136. Suez Canal; pp. 40, 826 
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SUPREME COURT, U. S., DECISIONS 


American Railway Express Co. vs. Clinton 
Harris; damages due to delay; p. 871. 

Atchison, T. & S. F. vs. Mappin; certiorari 
denied; p. 1239. 

Atlantic Coast Line vs. Standard Oil Co. 
(also Seaboard Air Line vs. Same); oil and 
gasoline; p. 936. 

Baltimore & Ohio S. W. vs. S. D. Hill; per- 
sonal injury; & 1431. 

Chesapeake & vs. K. S. Leitch; personal 
injury; p. 1000. 

Chicago, R. I. & Pp. vs. Howe-McCurtain Coal 
& Coke Co.; certiorari denied; p. 1311. 

Collins, Margaret, vs. Erie; personal injury; 


p. 871. 
. tao. Fe: 


Craig, J. W., vs. 
wheat; p. 999. 

Cripple Creek & Colorado Springs R. R. vs. 
i. ae compensation for federal control; 
Pp. 

Delaware, L. & W. vs. John Rellstab; per- 
sonal injury; p. 1431. 

Detroit United vs. Alfred Le Roy Craven; 
personal injury; p. 1000 

Director General vs. Goodyear; 
granted; p. 1239. 

Eveland, H. L., et al. vs. C. & N. W.; taxes; 
pp. 1071, 1431. 

Garfield, Irvin, M. D., vs. Mallory Line; dam- 
age to cotton; p. 936. 

Grace, W. R., & Co. vs. Panama R. R.; dam- 
age to ox hides; p. 999. 

Grace, W. R., & Co. vs. Toyo Kisen Kabus- 
hiki Kaisha; loss of nitrate of soda; p. 999. 

Hellmich, A. J., vs. Mo. Pac.; taxes; p. 936. 

Hughes Bros. Timber Co. vs. Minnesota; 
taxes; p. 1239. 

International Stevedoring Co. vs. R. Hav- 
erty; stevedore as seaman; p. 936. 

Jackson, J. J., et al. vs. Archimedes; sea- 
men’s wages; p. 999. 

Luckenbach S§S. S. Co. vs. U. S.; compensa- 
tion for seized vessels; p. 1237. 

McCardle, J. W., et al. vs. 
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A complete reprint of Professor Huebner’s splendid 
traffic lessons, printed from new plates and attrac- 


tively bound. 








and tables. 


If you are starting a traffic library, here is a corner- 
stone around which to build it. If you already have 
one, here is a valuable addition. 


Three hundred pages, size 614 by 914 inches—over 
150,000 words; 16 plates and maps; numerous charts 


Price: $3, postpaid (20% discount to subscribers 
for THE TRAFFIC WORLD). 


Only 1,000 copies made. 


Order at once. 
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HERE IS 
Real Traffic Service 


1. A staff of practical and legal traffic experts at 
your call for consultation on any matter that 
may bob up in your office at any time. 


2. A running report of progress in any matter 
before any government body in which you may 
be interested. This includes formal and informal] 
complaints before the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, matters before the Federal Trade 
Commission, bills in Congress and similar 
matters. 


8. A careful watch kept and a report made on any 
development in any specific rate in which you 
are apprehensive that a change may. be 
attempted. ‘ 


4. A place where you may obtain without charge 
single copies of any document issued by any gov- 
ernment department. This includes reports and 
tentative reports of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission and similar documents. 


5. An office in the city of Washington where you 
will be furnished with facilities for transacting 
your business whenever you happen to be there. 


NO, THIS SERVICE 
IS NOT EXPENSIVE 


As a matter of fact it is 
part of every subscrip- 
tion for the 


TRAFFIC WORL 


TRAFFIC BULLETIN =" 











which is, in itself the most com- 
plete and prompt traffic news 
service available. 



















Let us send you a series of sam- 
ples and detailed information. 















The Traffic Service Corporation 
418 So. Market St., Chicago, Ill. 
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EVERY STEP 


From Start to Finish 


In Both Freight Rate and 
Classification Change 


Is Now Promptly Told of 
in 


The Traffic Bulletin 


The Information Regularly Carried in This 
Publication Includes the Fellowing: 


1—Released Rate Orders 

2—Fourth Section Applications i= 7 4° 
3—Fourth Section Orders 
4—Sixth Section Orders 

5—Investigation and Suspension Orders 
6—Suspension Orders Vacated 

7—New Tariffs and Supplements Filed with the I. C.C. 
8—Tariffs Rejected by the I. C. C. 

9—Express Tariffs Filed with the I. C. C. 
10—Shipping Board Tariffs 

11—Central Freight Association Docket 
12—Central Freight Association Hearings 

18—C. F. A., Coal, Coke and Iron Ore Docket 
14—Illinois Freight Association Docket 
15—National Perishable Freight Committee Docket 
16—New England Freight Association Docket 
17—New England Freight Association Hearings 
18—Southern Freight Association Docket 
19—Southern Freight Association Dispositions 
20—Southwestern Freight Bureau Docket 
21—Southwestern Freight Bureau Hearings 
22—Texas Tariff Bureau Docket 

23—Texas Tariff Bureau Hearings 

24—Trunk Line Association Docket 

25—Trunk Line Association Hearings 

26—Trunk Line Coal and Coke Docket 

27—Trunk Line Coal and Coke Hearings 
28—Western Trunk Line Docket 

29—Western Trunk Line Hearings 

30—Western Trunk Line Dispositions 
31—Transcontinental Freight Bureau Docket 
32—Transcontinental Freight Bureau Dispositions 
33—Southern Ports Foreign Freight Docket 
34—Consolidated Classification Docket 
35—National Diversion and Reconsignment Dockets 
36—Embargo Notices, Modifications and Cancellations 
37—Steamship Sailings 

38—Express Classification Docket 

39—Address of Roads Filing First Tarif with I. C. C. 
40—Adoption Notices 


Samples and full information free on request, 


The Traffic Service Corporation 


Publishers THE TRAFFIC WORLD 
418 South Market St., Chicago 








